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NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS — 
EVIDENCE— AGENCY— Where 
a note is signed by a. corpora- 
tion as maker followed by one 
or two individual signatures 
without indication of the sta- 
tus in which the individuals 
signed, the note is ambiguous 
as to whether the individuals 
signed as co-makers or only as 
agents of the corporation, and 
parol evidence is admissible to 
explain the intent with which 
the individual signatures were 
made. 

EVIDENCE — NEGOTIABLE IN- 
STRUMENTS — Parol evidence 
is admissible against an other- 
wise holder in due course to 
explain an ambiguity suggested 
by the face of the instrument. 
Digested from an opinion by 

Burling, J., rendered June 28, 1960. 

Supreme Court. Norman v. Beling. 

For appellant—Irwin I. Kimmel- 

man (Weisman & Friedman, 

attys). For respondent—Donald B. 

Jones (Frank W. Hoak on the 

brief). 

Plaintiff is an endorsee, in due 
course, of a series of notes which 
were signed on the face: 

TEAL CORPORATION 

J. Harold Semar 
Christopher A. Beling 

“Teal Corporation” was type- 
written and the individual sig- 
natures handwritten. The notes 
had been given in payment of a 
corperate debt and were negoti- 
ated to plaintiff who had no 
knowledge of the original trans- 
action. He sued Beling on the 


unpaid notes. 
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The district court held the 
notes were ambiguous on their 
face as to defendant’s status in 
signing the notes; admitted parol 
evidence tending to show defen- 
dant intended to sign as an offi- 
cer of the corporation and not as 
a maker; and based on this evi- 
dence entered judgment for de- 


fendant. The Appellate Division 
reversed holding the notes re- 
vealed unambiguously that de- 


fendant bound himself individual- 
ly because the form of the sig- 
nature would lead a reasonably 
prudent man to believe that such 
an effect was intended. 

Held: The issue is whether the 
form of the signature is such that 
defendant was liable on the notes 
without resort to extrinsic evi- 
dence, or whether the notes were 
so ambiguous on this point as to 
require parol evidence to explain 
the subscriber's intent. 

The negotiable instruments 
statute supplies no solution to 
the problem as it only has a pro- 
vision covering situations where 
the signer adds words indicating 


he signs in a representative capa- | 


city. 

There is ample authority hold- 
ing that a negotiable instrument 
signed: 

XYZ CORPORATION 

John Doe 
is ambiguous and that while it is 
prima facie the note of the cor- 
poration the status of the in- 
dividual as a co-maker or agent 
acting for the corporation, can- 
not definitely be ascertained from 
the signature alone and there- 
fore, unless some other portion 
of the note clears the confusion, 
extrinsic evidence admissible 
to clarify the ambiguity. While 
there are cases contra, this is the 
sounder holding. Corporations 
must act by agents and it is com- 
mon to expect that a corporate 
name placed on a negotiable in- 
strument to bind the corporation 
as maker, especially when type- 
written, will be accompanied by 
the signature of the person or 
persons authorized by the by-laws 
to sign such instrument. In the 
light of this, a reasonably pru- 
dent man would be unable to de- 
termine with any degree of cer- 
tainty from such signatures alone 
whether John Doe was a co-mak- 
er or signed as an agent of the 
corporation acting only in its 
behalf. Certainly a reasonably 
prudent man would not accept 
such a note without question as 
to individual liability of the sign- 
er. Since ambiguity therefore ex- 
ists on the face of the note, parol 
evidence is admissible to deter- 
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mine the status of the individual 


* | whose signature created the am- 


biguity. The same principle ap- 
plies, with the same result, when 
the note is signed by the corpor- 
ate name followed by two instead 
of one unexplained individual sig- 
natures. It is a frequent occur- 
rence that corporate by-laws re- 
quire the signatures of two officers 
to bind the corporation and good 
accounting practice recommends 
this procedure. 

Nor is the use of extrinsic evi- 
dence to clarify the ambiguity 
| barred because plaintiff is a hold- 
er in due course for all other pur- 
| poses. When a defect by way of 
| ambiguity is suggested by the 
|face of the instrument, the pur- 
|chaser is put on inquiry because 
to permit the purchaser to ignore 
such a warning with impunity has 
no sound basis. This is the bet- 
ter rule and appears to be the 
settled rule in this State. 

Reversed and_ district 





court 





judgment reinstated. 


TRUST RECEIPTS — It is not 
necessary under the Uniform 
Trust Receipts Act that title be 
transferred from the manufac- 
turer or dealer to the entruster 
and passing of title to the trus- 
tee does not defeat the entrus- 
ter’s “security interest”. 

—QOne who finances purchases by 
dealer under trust receipt fin- 
ancing agreement duly filed 
with the Secretary of State has 
a security interest sufficient to 
vest in him, on default, a pos- 
sessory right against the trus- 
tee and subsequent creditors of 
the trustee including pledgees 
and mortgagees. 

—Held, entruster’s rights under 
Uniform Trust Receipts Act 
were paramount to those of 
subsequent creditor who acquir- 
ed possession. 

—The Motor Vehicle Certificate 
of Ownership Act does not alter 
or impair the provisions of the 
Uniform Trust Receipts Act. 
Digested from an opinion by 

Jacobs, J., rendered June 28, 1960. 

Supreme Court. Eastern v. Cam- 

den. For appellant—Paul T. Mur- 

phy (Crummy, Gibbons & O’Neill, 
attys). For respondent—George 

D. Rothermel (Samuel Kalikman 

of counsel). Green & Yanoff 

amicus curiae. 

The issue is whether plaintiff 
or defendant has the paramount 
interest in and right to possession 
of three cars. The trial court 
held for defendant and plaintiff 
appealed. 

Plaintiff, a finance company, 
entered into a trust receipt fin- 
ancing agreement with J. O. 
Evaul Company under’ which 
plaintiff would finance cars pur- 
chased by Evaul, an automobile 
dealer, for resale. On Oct. 9, 1957 
Evaul and plaintiff executed a 
formal statement of trust receipt 
financing which was duly filed 





with the Secretary of State in 
accordance with RS. 46:35-13. 
The agreement stated that all 


New Jersey Division of ii | financing between them would be 


PANDICK PRESS, INC. 


71-73 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 5, N. J. 
TELEPHONE MARKET 3-4994 


pursuant to the Trust Receipts 
Law of New Jersey, regardless of 


lithe form of the title documents 
employed by the several automo- 


bile manufacturers and that such 
documents shall be construed as 


| transferring title so as to accom- 
|plish a trust receipt transaction. 


The agreement also gave plaintiff 


| power of attorney to execute nec- 


essary trust receipts, notes and 


| bills of sale for Evaul. 


In financing the three cars here 


| involved the customary procedure 


was pursued. Chrysler shipped 
the cars with the manufacturer's 
certificates of origin to Evaul and 
at the same time sent invoices 


embodying security bills of sale to 
| plaintiff. Plaintiff paid the in- 


| voices and pursuant to the power 


of attorney executed in the name 


|of Evaul trust receipts, promis- 
|sory notes and bills of sale to 
| plaintiff. 


In April and May, Evaul obtain- 
ed additional financing from de- 
fendant bank on the three auto- 
Evaul executed patent- 








Law Schools Urged 
To Offer Lectures Op 
Unauthorized Practice 


ly fictitious conditional bills of 
sale from itself to itself and de- 
livered these with promissory 
notes and assignments of the} 
manufacturer’s certificate of ori- 


gin to the defendant. 

Defendant subsequently learn- pega — Bar Conter. 
ed that plaintiff held trust re-|€mce reports that its Committe 
ceipts on the |on Unauthorized Practice of La, 


cars executed by}, ‘ hel 
Evaul and then proceeded with | is making definite progress jn j: 
the consent of Evaul to take pos- | 


campaign to get law schoo! 
session of the cars. 


offer special lectures on the dar. 
ete : : gers of unauthorized practice 
The trial judge held that in a| 
trust receipt transaction, 


) Committee Chairman James» 
title | Sweeney of Chicago Said + 
must be transferred to the en-| rangements have been made 
truster—the one who advances} seyen law schools for me 
the money—and that here title | of the bar to lecture to sents 
was transferred from the manu-| on the ill effects of unauths 


facturer to the dealer or trustee | jzeq practice and outline way: 5 


th cate 
| Chicago — The American B:: 












and never was placed in the | preventing it. 
plaintiff as required in such a| Sine taohunes ateaen 4 
situation. 1e lectures stress the impor. 


ance of recognizing unauth 
Held: In the orthodox common | practice, how it develops, and + 
law trust receipt transaction,|need for the organized bar : 
title is transferred from the man- | prevent it. Additionally, they em. 
ufacturer or distributor to the/phasize the dangers to your: 
financing company (the entrus-|]awyers of being drawn into yp. 
ter) rather than to the dealer authorized practice through er. 
(the trustee). But the Uniform ployment by certain kinds o 
pire brig “ which = non-legal firms. 
aqaopte ew -rse ve 
pe, hig . ne Arrangements now are bei 
(R.S. 46:35-1 et seq.) was express- Panay! ans 
: ; , ; made to launch similar progray 
ly designed to simplify and facil- in more than @ dozen ot : 
: : : : “ « O04 OUne 
itate trust receipt financing by é ; 
a : schools throughout the countr 
providing a ready method of fil- : " 
: : ; The committee hopes these pro- 
ing to serve as constructive notice grams eventually will be adonts 
: : 2 } € ‘ Ve ¢ , © adopted 
to creditors, and by eliminating | | it Seem mie oc 
the uncertainties and technicali- | ?¥ ‘ Pree a 
ties of the common law including 











Harvard Law School 


its requirement that title be | 
transferred to the entruster rath-| Ass'n of New Jersey 
er than the trustee. This ex- | 


Elects Officers 


On Tuesday, June 28th, 1960 
the trustees of the Harvard Laz 


pressly is stated in the prefatory 
note to the Uniform Act. 


The precise nature of plaintiff's | 
lier or title under the various | School Association of New Jersey 
documents executed by Chrysler | elected the following officers for 
and Evaul need not here be de-| the year 1960-1961: 

tertnined for in any event it is President—Hon. Ervin S. Fulop 
clear that plaintiff was intended | " , , 

: = .,.|Of Summit 

to have and did have a security | v ae 
interest” within the contempla-|_ Vice-President — Hon. Sidne; 
tion of the Act. That security in- |G@0ldmann of Trenton 

vest in} Treasurer — Leonard I. Garth 








terest was sufficient to 

plaintiff, upon the trustee’s de- | of Paterson 

fault, a possessory right against Secretary — Francis W. Brez- 
the trustee (R.S. 46:35-6) and| nan of Newark 

against creditors of the trustee! wational Vice-President — Wi 


including later pledges and mort- 
gagees (such as defendant here) 
who had constructive notice of | 
the entruster’s security interest 
by virtue of its filing under RS. 
46:35-13. 


In the instant matter defen- 
dant not only had constructive 
notice from the filing under RS. | 
46:35-13 but also had such fur- | 
ther notice as may fairly attach 
from the irregular nature of its 
transaction with Evaul. Its tak- 
ing of physical possession after 
receiving actual notice of plain- 
tiff’s prior security interest gave 
its position no additional strength 
as between it and plaintiff and 
there would seem to be no fair | 
basis for not preferring plaintiff's | 
claim. 

It is argued that plaintiff did | 
not acquire title to the vehicles | 
in compliance with the Motor} 
Vehicle Certificate of Ownership | 
Act. While this act prescribes the 
statutory mode for transferring | 
title it contains nothing which | 
Suggests any legislative intent to 
alter or impair the provisions of 
the Uniform Trust Receipts Act. 
Botn acts should be read together 
and given fair effect. 

Reversed with direction that | 
judgment be entered for plaintiff. ! 


‘lard G. Woelper of Irvington 
The trustees also voted to coz 

tribute the sum of $1,250 to 

| Harvard Law School. 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 





[INTEREST — The date 


from | interest on the purchase price 


which interest should be allow- | from Aug. 15 and allowed counsel 


ed where buyer defaults de- 
pends on equitable considera- 
tions in absence of express 
agreement. 

_Interest on the purchase price 
ordinarily is the quid pro quo 
for possession by the purchaser. 

COUNSEL FEES—The mere phys- 


ical presence of a fund in court | 


is not sufficient to support an 
allowance of counsel fees there- 
from under R.R. 4:55-7; the 
funds must also be “in court” 
in a jurisdictional sense. 

_In general, counsel fees are al- 


lowable from a “fund” when it | 


would be unfair to saddle the 
full cost on the litigant for the 
reason that he is doing more 
than merely advancing his own 
interest, and are not allowable 
where the litigant is acting 


solely for himself to advance | 


only his own interests. 
Digested from an opinion by 
weintraub, C. J. rendered June 
93, 1960. Supreme Court. Sunset 
y. Belk v. West Jersey. For appel- 


| fees of $12,500 to plaintiffs’ coun- 
| sel, $1,000 to the title company 
| counsel, and $2,500 to defendant’s 
| counsel. Defendants appeal. 
Held: Whether interest should 
be awarded from Aug. 15 or 
| from the date argued for by ap- 
| pellants is a matter to be deter- 
mined equitably on all the per- 
tinent facts. Interest on the pur- 
|chase price ordinarily is the 
|quid pro quo for possession and 
| enjoyment by the purchaser. The 
parties agreed to possession with- 
out interest to Aug. 1 and the 
sellers make no objection to the 
|further brief period to Aug. 15. 
The facts show that further de- 
lay was caused by defendants’ 
inequitable conduct. In the cir- 
cumstances equity required that 


| the sellers be compensated from 


| 


lant Louis B. LeDuc. For | 
slaintiffs — W. Louis’ Bossle 
‘Blaine E. Capehart, atty). For 


ne title company — Sidney P. 
veCord, Jr. (Starr, Summerill & 
Davis, attys). 
Plaintiffs contracted to sell to 
opellan 
se Aug. 1. The purchasers were 
ved to enter into possession 
tye. 15. The sum of $25,000 had 
‘rowed with the title com- 
on execution of the con- 
Subsequently the balance 
the purchase price in the form 
‘two cashier’s checks totalling 
225,000 so drawn and endorsed 
y had to be held in that 
rm, was also escrowed. Plain- 
“4s sued for specific perform- 
defendants demanded return 
leposit and checks, and 
company moved to in- 
Its application was 
; to the initial deposit 
) but it was directed to 
tinue to hold the cashier’s 
nd was allowed $250 for 
n filing the complaint. 
ourt below gave plaintiffs 





| 
| 
| 


| 


| 


the date of final settlement. 
R.R. 4:55-7 provides that no 
fees for legal services shall be 
allowed in the taxed costs or 
otherwise except in the situa- 
tions set forth in that rule. The 
rule adopted the policy that ex- 
cept in the situations within its 
terms, each litigant shall bear 
the expenses of prosecuting his 
individual interests. The rule, 
R.R. 4:55-7(b) establishes as one 
of the allowable situations that 


nts certain lands, title to| where there is a “fund in court”. 


That term however, does not con- 
note merely that the fund be in 
court physically; it refers to the 


jurisdictional authority of the 
court to deal with it. 
In general, allowances are 


payable from a “fund” when it 
would be unfair to saddle the 
full cost on the litigant for the 
reason that the litigant is doing 


|} more than merely advancing his 
own interests. Examples are suits 


for a class, stockholders suits, 
estates. Again, where the litigant 
creates a fund which will bene- 


| fit others, it is just that the fund 


be charged. And, a stakeholder 
who interpleads the fund is al- 


| lowed the expenses of the inter- 


pleader itself because as a fiduci- 
ary he is entitled to be reimburs- 
ed for the costs of handling the 
res. 
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| Turecki was drivi1 


|ecki to use 
ment. Neither Rogers nor Rana- | 


Here plaintiffs sought to com- 
pel the buyer to perform. They 
sued solely to advance their own 
interests. Defendants defended to 
the same end. If the purchase 
price had not been deposited with 
the clerk of the court, nothing 
would distinguish the case from 
the ordinary adversary quarrel. 
A fund was “in court” only in a 
physical sense. Absent are any of 
the equitable circumstances con- 
stituting the vitals of a “fund in 
court” within the reason of the 
rule. The allowances from the 
fund were without legal support. 

The allowance to the title com- 
pany to indemnify it for the cost 
of making the deposit was proper 
but the additional allowance for 
th» cost of defending the charge 
that it had converted the funds 
wes improper. In so doing it was 
ac‘ing solely for itself with re- 
spect to a wrong allegedly com- 
mitted by it. Like any other ad- 
versary it must bear its own costs. 

Affirmed as to interest, revers- 
ed as to counsel fees. No costs. 


INSURANCE — A second per- 
mittee who uses an insured 
automobile for his own pur- 


pose, unaccompanied by the 
first permittee, and against the 
express instructions of the 
named insured as to use, is not 
using the automobile with the 
permission of the named insur- 
ed and hence is not within an 
omnibus clause in the policy 
extending coverage “to any per- 
son using the automobile pro- 
vided the actual use thereof is 
with the permission of the 
named insured”. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Proctor, J. rendered June 28, 1960. 
Supreme Court. Baesler v. Globe. 
For appellants Vincent E. Hull. 
For respondent Samuel Doan 
(Charles C. Stalter, atty. Aaron 
Dines on the brief). 

The issue is whether one Tur- 
ecki was covered by the omnibus 
clause of an automobile liability 
policy issued by defendant to one 
Ranaletti as named insured. The 
policy extended coverage to “any 
other person using such automo- 
bile provided the actual use 
thereof is with the permission of 
the named insured”. Ranaletti 
turned the car over to his nephew 
Rogers for the latter’s exclusive 
use but expressly prohibited 
Rogers from permitting other 
people to use it. Down to the date 
|of the accident Rogers used the 
car “for his pleasure”. At the 
time of accident 








the 


express consent 
of Rogers who had lent it to Tur- | 
for a social engage- 
letti were in the car and the loan | 
was a favor to Turecki with no 
advantage or benefit to Rogers 
or Ranaletti in this use by Tur- | 
ecki. The trial court and the} 
Appellate Division held there was | 


|no coverage. 


Held: It is a well established | 
general rule that where a named | 
insured gives another permission | 
to use his insured vehicle, with- | 
out more, the permittee is not | 
thereby authorized to allow an- 
other to use it. And if he does, 
the second permittee’s use is not | 
“with the permission of the| 
named insured” as those words | 
are used in a comprehensive lia- | 
bility policy. This rule is subject | 
to the broad qualification that | 
where the initial grant of per- 
mission was broad enough to 
include an implied grant of au- 
thority to the permittee to give 
another use of the automobile, 
the latter will be an additional 
insured under the omnibus clause 
of the policy. Thus it is almost 
universally held that where the 
named insured grants his per- 
mittee broad and unfettered do- 
minion over the insured vehicle, 
he also impliedly authorizes his 
permittee to allow a third per- 
son to use it, and thus to render 
him an additional insured. And 
implied authority to delegate the 
use may be gathered not only 








U.S. District Court Decision 


IMMIGRATION — DEPORTA- 
TION ADMINISTRATIVE 
LAW— 

Piaintiff seeks a declaratory 
judgment to set aside an order 
of deportation and for injunctive 
relief. Defendant moves for sum- 
mary judgment on the record. 











from the scope of the initial per- 
mission but also from the subse- 
quent conduct of the named in- 
sured and his permittee. 

Here, however, the named in- 
sured expressly forbade his per- 
mittee to allow others to use the 
vehicle, and there was no con- 
duct thereafter that could be in- 
terpreted as an implied grant of 
such authority. There is no room 
for a finding of implied author- 
ity. 

While a different case would be 
presented where the second per- 
mittee was using the car for a 
purpose which was within the 
scope of the initial permission, 
in which case it has been held 
that though the car was being 
operated contrary to the named 
insured’s initial grant of permis- 
sion, yet the driver is an addi- 
tional insured because the use 


was an authorized one, such is| 


likewise not the case here, since 
Rogers was expressly forbidden 


to let another use the car and} 


the use here was not for Rogers’ 
benefit. 

No case is found holding that a 
second permittee who used an 


insured vehicle for his own pur- | 


poses, unaccompanied by the first 
permittee, and against the ex- 
press instructions of the named 
insured as to use, is nonetheless 
using the automobile with the 
permission of the named insured. 
All the cases are to the contrary. 
Turecki’s forbidden use of the 
automobile in the circumstances 
did not render him an additional 








insured. 

Affirmed. 

The Chief Justice and Justices 
Jacobs and Schettino dis: ng 
hold that this is 


contract co 




























tion; that since 

sured’s authority to extend per- 
mission and thereby coverage is 
utllimited, the restrictior Id 
he cons t > ly 
thase 


wevld not wa 
en construed the exclusi 





involved | 


ev who took off with 


Plaintiff is a Yugoslav seaman 
who “jumped ship” in 1957 while 
his ship was in the U.S. He asked 
for and was given a hearing un- 
der the provisions of Sec. 243 (h) 
of the Immigration and Natural- 
ization Act of 1952; 8 US.C.A. 
Sec. 1253 h. At that hearing he 
was represented by counsel and 
was permitted to present evid- 
ence in support of his claim that 
he would be physically persecuted 
for not joining the Communist 
Party should he return to Yugo- 
slavia. After hearing, the Attor- 
ney General’s delegate issued the 
deportation order involved in this 
suit. 

Held: Since the statute vests 
discretionary authority in the At- 
torney General, the scope of re- 
view is limited to the determina- 
tion of whether procedural due 
| process was observed in the con- 
| duct of the hearing and whether 
|the Attorney General’s delegate 
|acted arbitrarily or capriciousl} 
|in reaching his decision. 

The record shows not only that 
ja full and fair hearing was ac- 
| corded plaintiff from the stand- 
|point of due process, but also 
sustains the delegates finding 
that the possibility of physical 
| persecution of plaintiff was re- 
|mote and that he jumped ship 
not from fear of persecution or 
|reprisal but because he desired 
ito better himself economically 
in the U. S. 
| Defendant’s motion grant 
Opinion by Hartshorne, 
|Civadelic v. Bouchard, Civil 2} 
223-60, filed June 16, 1960. 
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| y/ 7 : : Suggestions On Answering A Bar Examination = ‘“itmed” or “Reversed” or «p, 
pw Jersey Law Journal. is eich asd eee ee 
etnias ae The following suggestions for|on the examination paper there | ©Press your opinion that ¢ v 
State Wide Cleculets answering questions on New Jer-| appears an estimate of the ap- | 18 Much to be said on both gig, 
a oe See sey State Bar Examinations have proximate time within which it but — ah geen Say whi: 
ial ac ase been prepared by the New Jersey | is expected the question may be | 4278ument is the stronger, or ¢,. 
JOSEPH HARRISON, Editor ; . Pp Pee - ‘ - - 
pec hill Sinema Board of Bar Examiners to aid | adequately answered, this is for strong st, and why. Do not +; 
ASSOCIATE EDITORS those taking the attorney’s ex- | your information only as an aid |‘ weasel out of a direct a 
Vincent P. Biunno George B. Gelman Leon 8. Milmed amination. They are being dis-| in determining what part of the DO NOt ae to be on both sig. 
Alfred C. Clapp Israel B. Greene William P. Reiss tributed by the Examiners to} total time available in the ses- | OF to Stay on the fence. | 
Charles B. Collins Ward J. Herbert Morris M. Schnitzer those admitted to take the ex-| sion should be allotted to that! 9. Avoid Internal Inconsistep,. a 
Marshall Crowley Andrew L. Kaufman David Stoffer aminati | amotionie att - Like the Plague 
Dickinson R. Debevoise Hamilton F. Kean George Warren amination. | partic ular question. You are A } 1B on 
Raymond Del Tufo, Jr. John F. Lynch Julius Wildstein 1. Write Legibly. | charged with the burden of keep- The lowest grades are likely ] 
Harold H. Fisher William Miller Willard G. Woelper It is not important that you| ing track of the time. be given to examinees who ma i 
Jerome L. Trachtenberg, Managing Editor have a handsome handwriting; | 3. Get the Facts Straight in Your — a Stateme 4 
eterna but it must be legible. If you must Mind. in the answer to a questi = 
Designated by the Supreme Court of New Jersey —e ye : é ‘ ow y “a +13 : | to the several parts of ar : 
- : : : a write slowly in order to write! Ability to read accurately is ‘ ” ; scanned & MuUtip ti 
Official Organ for publication of all Notices by the Courts of New : ek ; . | question. For example: If a¢ 
Jersey to the Bar of the State with respect to Practice and Procedure”. |/#ibly - do so. If the examiner | very important. Avoid creating | lt ® ete. : 
ied ig asi ms must put time and energy into| the suspicion that you cannot do | “on has vide parts, the second = 
Snchianiatieil teak -theis: hahah Miata Hitidelet Caunt trying to figure out what words | so. Getting the facts mixed up or — a con woe pike: ” “ fact, ¢ 0 
As An Official Newspaper for the Publication of Notices and Orders, | YOU wrote, it is more difficult | miscalling a party is some evi- | Ot reach one conclusion in tr. Mig 
ee ee ee : for him to evaluate your|dence of inability to read ac-| first part, and a different h 
Designated by the New Jersey State Bar Association thoughts curately. as tt a Hig ne ——o . 
: : : l4. D ‘ facts. Ex- | spect to the facts that are cor 
As Official Publication for News and Notices of the Association 2. Plan Your Time. . < oe ee me Facts, Ex |mon to both parts; nor . 
— Do not indulge in the all-too- | cept for Emphasis. lwo state one conclusion ac. . 
Published every Thursday by the common mistake of spending too| Do not begin: “It appears 4 a vi eer nd i oe ae d 
NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL PUBLISHING CO much time on any question. Un- | that,” and then restate the facts. | a8 “e — : - la er, ad is 
. 4 ‘rec > vs) ae c ie | ECV. C - ; 1 as te he 
240 Mulberry Street, Newark 1, N.J. Mltchell 2-0075 less otherwise indicated, you| There are three reasons for this nigger ssh a igre te 
< |First: It wastes time and you| facts. If you do either of the W 
; should assume that each ques- | f2rst » Wasles time and you, things. the examiner is driven: = 
Aaron Skinder, Publisher tion is to be given approximately | have none to waste. The ques- | ° ings, : . = . pre drain ee 
ere Tea . the same amount of time. If at | Hons are likely to keep you under —e see ead ul 
Cumeeigtion Rate = 6ne Weer - - + G1800 the beginning of each question | Pressure for time. Second: When | sagen an Leong ory qua: or 
, 5 é as | » awaormina or ammmnne te On ave showr lat you wer 
Entered as Second Class Matter, January 24, 1934, at the Post Office, | the examiner reads your answer ly ~y ienkine " : all wt be ' ed 
Newark, N. J., under the Act of March 3, 1879 contractors and home improve- he knows the facts, and he will oi Ri Ba Cc eg Sea rO ears. o 
gS ag ae ee at es a ee a a ; ment Qaance auensies }only be annoyed by having to | wrote your answer, or that y it 
THURSDAY, JULY we 1960 A-580 Chapter 48 June 14| read them again: and he has to do not know the meaning fol 
ae ery tlic iea* eee : neq | read what you write in order to/| logical consistency, or that ; lia 
Permits the State Parole Board | ** , | wrote the two inconsistent sta 
LEGAL EDUCATION — ADEQUATE OR NOT? to discharge from parole any per- | discover where you begin to put | wrote the tw paragon i 
ie sieaae con who gives evidence of his |Your analysis and solution down ments hoping that the exar } 
Society is perhaps too little aware of the variety of the expres-| ability to adjust satisfactorily on |0n paper. What he wants to find | —. yogi? _ snr J mel Supt 
sion of the wisdom and genius of Dr. Albert Einstein. In the New] parole for at least two years, |0Ut is what you have to say peargtee ne prs “ct egg bios: Mula 
York Times of October 5, 1952, he is quoted as saying: “It is not] q_581 Chapter 49 June 14| Third: Your restatement of the one Mab “o in mu a (ue “Gn ee, Mae pain 
enough to teach man a specialty. Through it he may become a kind Regulates credits for time serv- facts creates a suspicion that you vues rigs hinged dere styl ss. Mil 
of useful machine but not a harmoniously developed personality.| eq to parolees who remain under | are using the debater’s device - the one wie j nage : eee rl 
It is essential that the student acquire an understanding of and a] good conduct while on parole but | restating the question when you oo ee ua Fong h 
lively feeling for values. He must acquire a vivid sense of the beau-]| were returned to confinement for | cannot think of a good answer. al ernative, the h »p t wh 
tiful and of the morally good. Otherwise he—with his specialized} gajjure to pay a fine. |5. Think Before You Write. 10. Show Understanding, Xo M 
knowledge—more closely resembles a well-trained dog than a har-] q_j99 geasea Chapter 51 June 15/20 mot read a question, and Mere Knowledge. . 
moniously developed person. He must learn to understand the iret that all real property immediately start writing what- What he examine! S try Mf 
motives of human beings, their illusions, and their sufferings in subiect to assessment and taxa-|eVer comes into your head. This to find out is: Do shee ison 
order to acquire a proper relationship to individual fellow-men and tom hoe er ase hall be assess- | Practice almost invariably leads | 4 problem in a lawyerike ma 
P 5 P ] i al 5S the 2 ASSESS= | , r + ‘ ¢ vy tt a 
to the community. These precious things are conveyed to the ot accoeding to. the sine stand-|t® a meandering answer. Your| ner? Can you apply ne .aw b 
younger generation through personal contact with those who teach, sak nt ih lawedle walue to be |answers should be in a logical) the facts; not, how mat y ru. : 
not—or at least not in the main—through textbooks. It is this fa seaitalicall i ‘ante f the county order, not a series of disconnect-|of law do you age F SOW U 
cascode date : derstanding o the {f 


that primarily constitutes and preserves culture ... It is also vital 
to a valuable education that independent critical thinking be devel- 
oped in the young human being, a development that is greatly 
jeopardized by overburdening him with too much and with too 
varied subjects (point system) .. .” 

The bench and the bar have, on occasion, been the subject of 
critical appraisal by law school teachers. This is to be desired and 
encouraged if we are to progress and respond as the profession which 
in large measure shapes the ever changing pattern of the social 
organism. But turnabout is fair play. Should not the practicing 
lawyer possessing special knowledge in this area now and frequently 
hereafter evaluate legal education in terms of their own experience 
or in those of Dr. Einstein’s precepts, which apply to legal as well 
as other professional education? One beginning point might be a 
study of law school curricula to determine whether or not they are 
so fragmented as to make impossible a comprehensive understanding 
by the student of “values” and of that which is “morally good.” 
Some law schools have conducted surveys of their alumni on this 
point. 

Another avenue of exploration might suggest an evaluation of 
teacher effectiveness in terms of student contact. One question to 
be answered in this regard is whether or not personal contact with 
the student can be either sufficient or effective to “constitute” and 
“preserve” culture in light of the time required by the mandate to 
publish articles and books—or else. Again, that which is published 
should be studied to determine whether or not it really adds to the 
store of human or professional knowledge or whether, like too many 
theses, it deals with the minute, the obscure and the 





doctorate 
trivial. Finally, while it is sound practice to stress faculties com- 
posed mainly of full-time teachers, nevertheless should not a de- 


termination be made as to whether or not law schools have so far 
repaired to the recesses of the “ivory tower” that they have become 
blind to the need for employing some qualified practitioners, even 
if limited in number, on a part-time basis so that the student may 
acquire a sense of balance and a feeling for methods by which 





theory is translated into practical and meaningful advocacy? 

Both the law schools with 100% full-time faculties and those 
on whose faculties part-time teachers predominate may well ad- 
vance legal education by giving careful thought to a proper balance 
between full-time teachers and part-time lawyer-teachers on their | 
The objective of such a suggested study is an assurance | 
that students will be exposed to the culture as well as wisdom of 
the profession. 

















New Laws 





|of a plan or scheme with the in- 


boards of taxation and uniform 

throughout the county. 

S-73 Sca Chapter 52 June 20 
Establishes certain rules. of 

evidence by law and _ permits 


others to be adopted by court rule 
subject to legislative modification 
or veto. 
S-236 Sca Chapter56 June 
Authorizes the appointment of 
a total of 8 county judges in 
counties having 900,000 or more 
inhabitants and 6 county judges 
in counties having between 500,- 
000 and 900,000 inhabitants. 
A-395 Chapter 57 June 21 
Permits the appointment of 
non-lawyers who have served as 
workmen’s compensation referees 
for five years as “referee, formal 


21 


hearings.” 
A-462 Chapter 58 June 21 
Changes the title of ‘Deputy 


Directors of Compensation” to 


“Judges of Compensation” under 


the Workmen’s Compensation 

Law. 

A-474 Chapter 59 June 21 
Amends the law against dis- 


crimination to permit the Com- 
missioner of Education to appoint 
a panel of up to 5 hearing exam- 
iners, at a compensation to be de- 
termined by the Commissioner; 
permits the Commissioner of Ed- | 
ucation, as well as the Commis- | 
sioner of Labor and Industry and 
the Attorney General, to file com- 


plaints; changes name to “Div. | 
of Civil Rights.” 
S-71 Chapter 62 June 22} 


Provides that any person who, 
by advertising, offers for sale any 
commodity or service as a part 


tent not to sell at the price stated | 
therein shall be guilty of a mis- 


jin 


ed remarks. One of the important 
qualities in a lawyer is the abil- | 
ity to organize his thoughts and 
his presentation of them. The 
questions are designed to test this 


|}ability in you. An apparent lack 


of organization casts doubt on 
your possession of this ability. 
Be sure you thoroughly under- 


|stand the interrogatories before 


proceeding with your answer. 
6. Apply the Law to the Facts: 
Avoid Irrelevancies. 

The examiner is interested in 
what you Know about the ap- 
plication of the law to the facts. | 
He is not interested in an essay 
on: “What I know about the law 
of...’ Do not assume an unnec- 
essary fact for the purpose of 
discussing a legal problem which 
is not raised by the facts given. 
For example: Do not write: “If 
this fact had appeared, then we 
should have had a problem of 
bailment,” and continue with a 
statement of what you have} 
learned by heart about the law} 
of bailments. On the other hand, 
it is relevant to explain the rea- 
sons for excluding the possibility 
of recovery on a cause of action, | 
if, on the surface, it would ap- 
pear to lie. 

7. Do Not Fail to Discuss 
Problems Raised. 

While avoiding irrelevancy, do | 
not miss a fact which is relevant 
to any issue. If you conclude that 
the question cannot be answered 
intelligently without the addi- 
tion of some fact, assume it in the 
alternative and discuss both al- 
ternatives. It may be that more | 
than one fact has been omitted, | 
which case you must go| 


All | 


| sentences 
| much easier to understanc 


|} you want to say car 


| it harder to understand 
|}your thought 


| Say, rather: “The bank 
| with the corporation. 


| siderable proportion of 
;ers which get low 
| the same statement s 


| words. 


| pressive. 





raised, not mere rote 
of the applicable rule 
11. Write Clear, Concise, Gram- 
matical English. 
Write complete sentence 





4 Mapua D 
not omit articles or verbs. 5S! B 
that you understand t! anct 
|punctuation marks, eé ste 





Oo 


the period. Avoid long, inv 
The same mate 





presented in short sentences 
Avoid verbosity. Most 





comparatively few wor 
say it at great length anc 
lot of circumlocution, y< 


was; 
that you 
the 
a flood of 
hand, d 


L 





some suspicion 

ing to hide 

thought under 
On the other 


ahc 
avd 






your answer in headli 
omitting articles and 


few headings may add 
but they should be i 
ical English. Do not 
in collusion with 


Nn 


ora 













Avoid undue repetitio! 


anec 
gradqde 


Mehtiy 
n_ slightly 


4 


but often 
An answer 
three times: “X made 
and Y accepted it,” is 


usually 
words, 











Do not use slang 
as: “P is out of luck.” “ 


on appeal, answer, €.2.: 








New Laws tive and fraudulent advertising : . ; Hold’ 
Governor Meyner has signed| and selling practices. ~ | demeanor. through this process with respect | ont affirmed,” not, “upheld 
the following bills: S-200 Seca Chapter 40 June 9/S-172 Sca Chapter 75 June 23|'O each such fact. But be sure; 4, chort, use the sort of lan 
A-579 Chapter 37 June 8| Defines and regulates retail in-| A general act to regulate secur- | that the omitted fact is essential | uage a lawyer would use it’ Us 
Grants to the State Parole|stallment sales and licenses and| ities; prohibits fraudulent prac-| ‘0 an intelligent discussion. If it| ppiee or a judge in an opinio® sl 
Board authority to rescind a re-|regulates motor vehicle install-| tices in relation thereto; requires | 1S not essential, you have simply | 19 pse Common Sense. 5 
vocation of parole. ment sellers and sales finance|the registration of broker-deal-|Shown ignorance of what is an! no not become so immerse = 
A-634 Chapter 38 June 8/ companies. |ers, agents and investment advi- | essential fact, or you have fol-/ tne intricacies of legal the 
Extends the time in which the|S-201 Sca Chapter 41 June 9/sors and establishes a Bureau of | owed a red herring. | that you lose sight of reality. **" 
State Parole Board must deter-| Defines and regulates install-| Securities in the Department of|8. Answer a Direct Question Di- | legal principles you have +€2" 
mine whether the parole of a/ ment sales of goods and services| Law & Public Safety. rectly. led are intended to be applie¢ “| Phone. 
ntered = 


If a direct question is asked,| you to the facts encounte 
real life. The examiner Wit "7 
to know if you possess the 254 
to reason intelligently. 


used or furnished in the modern- AJR-23 Chapter JR-11 June 23 | 
tion, repair or improvement of} Creates a commission to study | answer it directly. For example: 
real property; provides for the/| the law of this State pertaining | If you are asked: “What judg- 


licensing of home improvement’ to riparian lands and rights. ment on appeal?”; answer “Af- 


hould be revoked. 

hapter 39 June 9 
ttorney General 
prohibit decep- 


MAr| 


-_ 
Wa 
poe 





to investigate an 
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Pe 





the requirement that the negli- 
gence must be active rather 
than passive, the liability of a 
municipality for torts of its 
employee is governed by the 








deat superior. 
tener _Distinction between ordinary 
and superior municipal em- 


ployees as basis for municipal 
immunity from tort liability for 
acts of employees overruled. 
_Municipalities, like others, are | 
is chargeable with care commen- 
Qu surate with the risk. 
_Ppermitting or sending a reserve | 
officer out on duty with a 
gun without seeing to it that! 
he has adequate training or 
experience in the handling of 
such a dangerous instrumen- 
tality, constitutes active wrong- | 








4 doing for which a municipality 
a di! is liable if it results in injury | 
to another. 

—Where a police officer negli- , 


gently by reason of bad aiming | 
na unintentionally shoots another, | 
14.1" or intentionally but unjustifi- 
edly shoots someone, in the 
course of performing his duty, 
it constitutes active wrongdoing 








for which the municipality is 
liable. 
Digested from an opinion by 
Xal Francis, J.. rendered June 28, 1960 
Supreme Court. McAndrew y.| 
Mularchuk and Keansburg. For| 
phe slaintiff Prospero De Bona | 
ey Milton, McNulty and Augelli) 
For Borough of Keansburg—Jos- | 
(Townsend & 


Cullum 
vie, attys). For N.J. Institute 
Vr 











Municipal Attorneys amicus | 
: iae—-Fred G. Stickel JI (Thom- | 
. 23 M. Kane of counse]l) 
The infant plaintiff McAndrew | 
an fered a gunshot wound inflict- | 
gi ¢ oy Mularchuk, a reserve patrol- 
; nan of the Borough of Kean: * 
egedly during the course | 
ie tne latter’s duties as a reserve 

roln Suit was brought | 
oe inst Mularchuk and the Bor- | 


1 on assault and battery | 
nd negligence as to Mularchuk, | 


. and Dased on (1) negligence of 
S Borough in authorizing and | 


cloning the arming of Mular- | 
“i without adequate training 
truction and (2) a claim 

doctrine of respondeat | 
r imposed liability on the 
rough for Mularchuk’s negli- | 











iooting arose out an | 
t involving several youths, | 


the infant plaintiff was 


of 










the defendant Mular- 
and another officer. The 
was in conflict as to 


Mularchuk shot McAn- 
he was trying to run 
iether he shot at him 
approaching and 
attack, or whether 
hoot at McAndrew but 
only to fire a warning 
a Shot in his direction 
ver hit McAndrew. 


lowe 





general principles of respon- | 


| ground 
| Mularchuk was not imputable to 


| deat 
} 


) The 
holding the proof was susceptible | 
of the inference that the Borough | 


DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


MUNICIPAL LAW — Subject to The | jury returned a_ verdict | 


against Mularchuk. 

There was evidence that Mular- 
chuk had been appointed an- 
nually as a reserve officer for 
many years but had never been 
trained, instructed, or examined 
to competence in handling a 
gun. Evidence offered as to the 
Chief of Police’s knowledge of 
Mularchuk’s proficiency with a 
gun was excluded on objection. 

The trial court dismissed the 
action against the Borough on the 


that any negligence of 


as 


it under the principle of respon- 
superior and that the evi- 


dence failed to establish any in- 


| dependent negligence directly en- 


gaged in or chargeable to the 
municipality itself which would 
justify recovery by the plaintiff 
Appellate Division reversed 


itself, acting through its respon- 


sible officials in a sufficiently high | 


echelon of authority, was guilty 


|of active wrongdoing in allowing 
inade- | 


and directing a person 
quately trained in the use of a 
revolver to engage in public police 
duties while carrying such a dan- 
gerous instrument. Certification 


was granted 
Held: Two problems are pre- 
sented: First, whether the evi- 


dence, viewed most favorably to 
plaintiffs, created a factual issue 
within the doctrine of Kelley v. 
Curtiss to whether the Bor- 
ough itself was guilty of such 
negligence as would render it lia- 


das 


ble, and second, assuming that 
Mularchuk was guilty of negli- 
gence in shooting McAndrew, 


should the Borough be held under 
ordinary principles of respondeat 
superior? 


Under the present state of the 


|law, complete immunity of muni- 


cipalities for negligence does not 
exist. Liability is imposed for 
acts performed in a governmental 


| capacity when such acts consti- 


tute active wrongdoing, that is 


inegligent acts of commission 
rather than negligent acts of 
omission. 

But despite the fact that our 
|courts have exhibited a “just 
readiness” to find active wrong- 


doing on the part of local gov- |} 
ernment, an anomalous aspect of | 
| the partial immunity has remain- | 


ed undisturbed, that is that the 
act of commission must have been 
performed by the municipality 
itself, 
participated in by an agent of 
such general or superior author- 
ity and responsibility as to justify 
the conclusion that the corporate 
entity itself had acted. Acts by 
ordinary employees have not been 
considered sufficient to impose 
liability. 

Loaded revolvers are dangerous 
instruments and their potential 
for injury such that the law has 
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i.e., directed, committed or | 


| imposed a duty to employ “extra- 
| ordinary” care in their handling 
and use. The dangerous potenti- 
ality of revolvers has been recog- 
nized by legislature also. 
Municipalities are chargeable with 
knowledge of this hazard and this 
casts on them an obligation when 
|they sanction arming reserve 
policemen to use care commen- 
| surate with risk to see to it 
| that such persons are adequately 
| trained or experienced in proper 
| handling of 
If the official 

ity, here the Cr 
or permits a re 
on duty withou 


the 


the 


general author- 
ef of Police, sends 
erve officer to go 
t such training or 








experience, action is one of 
negligent ¢ ission—of active 


id if an injury re- 
unjustified or negli- 


wrongdoing 
| sults from an 


gent shooting by that officer in 
| the course of his duties, which is 
| chargeable to the lack of train- 


the municipal- 
a question of 
by the munici- 
might be lia- 


ling or experience 
lity is liable. Thus 
| active wrongdoing 
| pality for which 


tari 


ble was presented. And, accord- 
lingly, it was error to exclude the 
|proffered evidence as to. the 


| 

} ; ; é 
| Chief’s knowledge of Mularchuk’s 
| 






| proficiency with gun for such 
| knowledge or lack of it bears on 
| the issue of the Chief’s negligence 
lin sending Mularchuk on duty 
|with a gun. This entire question 
'should have been expiored and 


! submitted to the jury 
a Chief of Police 
officer of suct 
as to make 
municipality, even 


Of course 
a municipal 
iperior standing 
ts those of the 


inder the pres- 


ent limitation previously rnen- 
tioned 

| There is presented then the 
questions of whether Mularchuk 
Was net n n shooting Mc- 





r that negi- 
to lack of 
experience 


Andrew and 
gence 18 Cha 
adequate ni 
with his revolver 

If Mularchuk intended to fire 
only a warning shot, but it struck 
McAndrew because of Mularchuk’s 
lack of skill or training, jury 
would be justified in finding lia- 
bility on the part of the Borough 
Also, if t finds was 
no reasonable need to fire a shot 
the firing direction of Mc 
Andrew as he approached or as 





or 


a 





"=_p re there 
he wry Enere 


7 





ihe was running away, even to 
leffectuate an arrest, would con- 
stitute negligence rendering the 


| Borough responsible if the wound- 


ling stemmed from lack of rea- 
|}sonable skill and training in 
{handling the weapon. The Ap- 


|pellate Division correctly held 
that a jury que: was present- 
|} ed on the theory of active wrong- 


Tic 
ion 


| doing in which the Borough par- 
ticipated through its Chief of 
Police. 


Further, the broader ground of 
responsibility of the municipality 
|under the doctrine of respondeat 
|superior for negligent acts of 
| commission of ordinary agents or 
employees perpetrated in the 
| course and scope of their employ- 
| ment, must be considered. 

If Mularchuk fired only as a 
warning but aimed so inaccurate- 
ly that the bullet either struck 
McAndrew directly or ricochet- 
ted, manifestly a finding of a 
negligent act of commission by 
him would be justified. Also, on 
the facts, if in order to accom- 
plish an arrest he intentionally 
shot McAndrew, he would be re- 
sponsible in damages for his 
wrongful act. These would be 
acts of active wrongdoing and 
under the customary rule of vi- 
carious liability of the principle 
for the acts of his agent, the 
Borough would be liable whether 
or not Mularchuk was or was not 
|trained in the handling of a re- 
|volver. The doctrine of liability 
of a principal for the wrongdoing 
of his agent is a firmly imbedded 
| principal of public policy. The 
iconcept of municipal immunity 
| from the active wrongdoing or in- 
|tentional wrongful act of em- 
| ployees unless the employees oc- 
|cupy such a high standing of 
general authority as to justify 
|the conclusion that the munici- 


| 
| 


| rule. It is 


the gun they carry. | otherwise well settled principle of 


| Bankruptcy Symposium Highlight of Rutgers 


Law Review 





Newark, July 7 — The first part 
of a two-section symposium on 
“Bankruptcy: Current Problems 
of Administration” highlights the 
current issue of the Rutgers Law 
Review. 


| 











headlong collision with that basic 
a distortion of an 


llaw, is am anomaly, and there 
is no reason or logic to support 
it. Subject to the requirement 
that the negligence must be ac- 
tive rather than passive, so long 
as the actual tortfeasor commits 
the wrong within scope of 
his authorized duties, there is no 
persuasive reason in law or mor- 
ality which should distinguish 
one servant or agent from an- 
other as a means of imposing 
liability on a municipality when 
no such requirement exists as to 
the ordinary corporation or prin- 
cipal. 


the 


“Accordingly, it is held that 
where negligent acts of commis- 
mission form the basis of the 


claim against a municipality, the 
issue of obligation to respond in 
damages shall be determined on 
general principles of respondeat 
superior. All earlier cases to the 
contrary may no long be 

sidered as the law of the S 


Cr+ 
2 
dea 


er 


4 con- 
Late’. 
ere 
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It is not necessary to deal h 
ith the basic rule of govern- 
mental immunity, ie., that no 
liability exists except in ses of 
active wrongdoing, and the de- 
cision here does not affect that 
rule. 

In summary it is held that th 
evidence reveals evidence of ac- 
tive wrongdoing by Mularchuk 
and that the Borough 
found liable on the theory 
sonal active wrongd 
thorizing him to c 
jitnout adequate trai 
der the doctrine of 
superior for the neg : 
commission or hi: 
wrongful intentional act in shoot- 
ing McAndrew 

Judgment of Appellate Division 





Phaal 
allirmed. 


Professor 
time teacher 


John Hanna, long- 
at Columbia Law 
School and currently visiting 
professor at the University of 
Mississippi, opens the issue with 
an article on “The Secured Cred- 
itor in Bankruptcy.’ 

Clarence C. Ferguson, Jr., Rut- 


gers School of Law professor, 
writes on “The Consensual Basis 





of Subject-Matter Jurisdiction in 





Matters of Bankruptcy” while 
rank R. Kennedy, professor of 
law at the State University of 
Iowa, details “The Trustee in 
Bankruptcy Under the Uniform 


Commercial Code.” 
“Availability of Bankruptcy Re- 
habilitation to the Middle-Sized 


Corporation: The Third Circuit’s 






Interpretation” is examined by 
New York attorney specialists in 
Ber 


corporate reorganization, 








min Weintraub and Harris 
vine. 

Clarence W. Aligood, referee in 
bankruptcy, Northern District of 
Alabama, describes “Operation of 
the Wage Earners’ Plan of 
Chapter XIII of the Bankruptcy 
Act) in the District of 
Alabama 

Student editorial note and 
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Sunday Closing 


(Continued from page 1) 





indictable and punishable as a 
crime. See also McLean v. State, 
49 N. J. L. 471 (E. & A. 1887) 
(same as Haring case). Cf. Meyer 
v. State, supra; Parker v. State, 
61 N. J. L. 308 (Sup. Ct. 1898), 
affm'd 62 N. J. L. 801 (E. & A. 
1899). Similar results would have 
ensued from violation of the basic 
Sunday law. A disorderly house 
is a “place where illegal prac- 
tices are habitually carried on.” 
Charge To A Grand Jury, supra. 
See also Meyer v. State, supra; 
State v. Williams, supra. The 
basic act constituted a declara- 
tion of the public policy of this 
state. Auto-Rite Supply Co. v. 
Woodbridge Twp., supra (25 N. J. 
at 194); Gundaker Central Mot- 
ors v. Gassert, supra (23 N. J. at 
83). Thus it seems clear that one 
who habitually violated this law 
would have been guilty of keep- 
ing a disorderly house. State v. 
Reade, 98 N. J. L. 596 (Sup. Ct. 
1923); State v. Hall, 32 N. J. L. 
158, 159 (Sup. Ct. 1867); State v. 
Rosenberg, —~N.J.L. 
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Enjoining violations of the basic 
act, however, would have differ- 
ed from Brewster in three partic- 
ulars. First, the suit there was 
a municipal ordinance while suit 
for violations of the basic act 
would have been under a State 
Statute. But this fact would not 
have precluded the availability 
of an injunction as a civil rem- 
edy. Secondly, in Brewster, suit 
was instituted by the municipal- 
ity while under the Sunday laws 





suit might have been by an in- 
dividual. However, the rule of 
Brewster applies as well to a suit 
by an individual who has sus- 
tained special injury. (Garrou v. 
Teaneck Tryon Co., 11 N. J. 294, 
300 (1953); Morris v. Borough of 
Haledon, 24 N. J. Super. 171, 179 


Chief Justice Weintraub said it 
was difficult to justify the re- 
| straints in terms of “any known 
threat” to the public welfare. The 
| opinion then recites the majori- 
ity attitude: 

“The puritanical theme of 
the act strongly suggests ori- 
entation to a sectarian desire 
to protect the Sabbath as such 
against ‘desecration’. If such 
is not the purpose, then in any 
event it is difficult to find a 
basis under the police power 
for such extraordinary re- 
straint upon individual free- 
dom.” 

Bothered by doubts as to the 
basic act’s constitutionality, the 
majority may well have been 
more receptive to the forceful 
logic of the supersession result. 
But the dissenters did not share 





(App. Div. 1952); see also Hedden 
v. Hand, 90 N. J. Eq. 583, 589-90 
(E. & A. 1919). Thirdly, the stat- 
ute in Brewster, supra, provided | 
that a municipality could “re- | 
strain, correct or abate” such | 
violation. There was no such 
statutory provision in the basic 
Sunday law. But such authoriza- 





} 





tion did exist in the common law 


these doubts. They believed in 
the law’s constitutionality and 
social desirability in establishing 
a day of uniform respite. At one 
point, the dissent charges the 
majority with “having validated 
an invalid statute by invalidat- 
ing a valid one.” 

The question raised is a 


115 Atl, 503 (Sup. Ct. 1915). | doctrine concerning public nuis- 
Furthermore, an injunction as/| ances. In reality, the only sub- 


—_ ® | . P . : 
a civil remedy might also have | stantial limitation to use of an 


been available. In Mayor, & C. of | injunction as a civil remedy (for 
Alpine Borough v. Brewster, fl violations of the basic act) would 
N. J. -42 (1951), the municipality | have been the existence of an 
sought an injunction to restrain | adequate remedy at law under 
violations of the local zoning or-/|N. J. S. 2A:130-1 et seq. (See su- 
dinances. The statute (R.S. 40-/| pra). The Brewster case, supra, 
provided that the local) does not clarify the point as the 
authority could institute any ap- | violations of a municipal zoning 
restrain, | ordinance might not have been 
correct or abate” violations of | within the provisions of N. J. S. 
the ordinance. In holding that | 2A4:130-1 et seq. regarding nuis- 
| ances. 

| 


55-47) 


propriate action “to 


an injunction was available, the 
Supreme Court said: 

“The remedial process of in- 
junction is invoked in aid of 
the zoning power not to en- 
force the laws penalties for 


|clearly supports the thesis that 
|the legislature, aware of exist- 


crime. It is a civil remedy not | 


punitive in essence; its employ- 
ment does not afford absolu- 
tion from 


criminal responsi- | 


From the perspective of the 
dissent, the existence of sanc- 
tions for basic act violations 





ing remedies, intended Chapter 


| 119 to serve as a supplement car- 


bility, if such there be. It is a} 


means of serving the common 
interest in matters related to 
the social well-being, order and 
economy of the community.” 
Gi N. J. at $1). 
. . . 
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rying “additional” penalties for | t) 
| certain Sunday activity. But from 


the perspective of the majority, 
since Sunday violations were in 
actuality simply not being re- 
strained or punished, there is 
nothing to suggest chapter 119 
was really intended to bring “ad- 


ditional” sanctions upon the 
scene. 
In reality, no authoritative 


means, either in logic or policy, 
may be offered to evaluate ma- 
jority and dissent in terms of 
proper result. Each forwards 
convincing arguments in support 
of its analysis. A choice betwee 

them actually depends on i 
dual predilection and necess: 
so. For the split in the c 
would seem to eminate fr 
variant attitude of the ti 
tions toward the permissiv 
tent of police power re 
an issue raised by the 


S 









Ay rt 


Tes 










troublesome one. Most of the 
cases cited supra’ as upholding 
Sunday laws as a measure to pro- 
tect the public health, morals, 
safety and welfare, recognize 
establishment of a day of rest 
as a proper and reasonable means 
to that end. At first glance, then, 
the “means” employed by the 
basic act were reasonable. Now, 
however, the question becomes 
one of degree. The legislature 
can validly provide a day of rest, 
but can it reasonably ordain a 
day of complete inertia? The 
statute literally compelled a day 
of rest by forbidding recreation 
(N.J.S.A. 24:171-1, 24:171-4) ex- 
cept by municipal referendum 
and then only as to certain activi- 
ties. (N.J.S.A. 2A:171-6). It is in 
this aspect that the majority 
surmised the operative effect of 
1e act may well have extended 
beyond the permissive limits of 
due process. The question raised 


+ 


The majority premise, then, 
asks whether the basic act was 
at cross purposes with the very 
design of a Sunday closing law. 
Under the majority inference, it 
is possible that a State may ex- 
ceed its authority and the bounds 
of due process by denying its 
citizens the fundamental free- 
dom of choice. Perhaps an indi- 
vidual should be permitted to 
decide in what manner he will 
“enjoy” his day of rest so long as 
he does not impringe on on the 
rights of his neighbors to enjoy | 
theirs. It might well be argued | 
that the reasonableness of regu- 
lation in its relation to the public | 
welfare fails when, beyond the | 
limits of public necessity, it dic- | 
tates how Sunday should be} 
spent. | 

On the other hand, as the at- | 
titude of the dissenters implies, 
it is arguable that since the State | 
is empowered to ordain a day of 
rest for the public welfare, it may | 
constitutionally go further and} 
tell its charges how they may and | 
may not rest. As guardian of the | 
public welfare, the State might | 
thus decide what type and degree 
of respite will adequately guard 
against the evil of uninterrupted | 
labor. Under this perspective, it 
may be argued that a court could 
not properly overturn as irration- 
al a legislative determination | 
that, except as modified at muni-| 
cipal referendum in accordance | 
with local conditions and senti- | 
ments, it is best for citizens to rest 
completely, without recreation, on 
their day of rest. And when in 
the area of the wisdom of legis- 
lative regulation, the question is 
not whether the legislative deci- 
sion is reasonable. Rather the | 
inquiry pays the legislature more | 
deference and sustains the regu-| 
lation when it is not unreason- | 


able. 


At any rate, as stated above, | 
resolution of the conflict in terms 
of individual evaluation of the | 
proper scope of police power | 
regulation will provide needed | 
assistance in individual appraisal 








is whether a State may, for the 
public welfare, force a day of 
complete rest or whether its 
power extends only to eliminat- 
vities which prevent rest. 
The choice is between compel- 
ling rest and protecting the right 
of those who desire “to rest’ to 
so. The problem has not arisen 
other jurisdictions because | 
vy recognize no practical dis- | 
between “compelling” | 

“protecting”. In other words, | 
day of rest may be compelled, | 
in order to permit rest and} 
recreation. Recreation is viewed 
as an aid of the Sunday law. | 
State v. Haase, supra (116 N.E.2d 
at 229); State v. Diamond supra 
(219 N.W. at 832-833): Strand 
Amusement Co. v. Common- | 
wealth, supra (43 S.W. 2d 321); 


ng acti 


fal 
ee 






v10n 


“ue 


scope of the basic act. And in-/|Gronlund v. Salt Lake City, 194 
dividual evaluation of the Two} P.2d 464, 467, 468 (Utah Sup. Ct. | 
Guys conflict must proceed upon | 1948); State v. Justus, supra (98 
individual appraisal of this issue. | N.W. at 326): MeGowan v. State, 

The majority ateS|supra (151 A.2d at 159) (“The 
that the prohibitor} the | legislative plan is plain. It is to 


basic act extends far beyond that | 
of the usual type of Sunday law. | 
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compel a day of rest from work, | 
permitting only activities which 
are necessary or recreational.’’) 
In fact, recreation has been 
weighed as a factor in consider- 
ing whether certain exemptions 
from a Sunday ban were reason- 
able - i.e., as an aid to recreation. 
State v. Justus, supra; Ex parte 


| Sumida, supra (170 Pac. at 825): 
| see State v. Hurliman, supra (123 | 
A.2d at 769). Moreover, the Eng- 


lish statute, 29 Car. II, e. 7 (1676), | 
the origin of our Act, required | 
only abstention from one’s or- 
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of the Two Guys result and/| 
opinions. 
B 

WHETHER WHEN VIEWED!) 

AS AN INDEPENDENT EN- | 

ACTMENT, CHAPTER 119 

REASONABLY RELATES TO 

ITS POLICE POWER OBJEC- | 

TIVE 

To commence with the obvious 
the constitutionality of Chapter 
119 depends upon whether it con- 
stitutes a valid exercise of the po- | 
lice power of the State. The in-| 
quiry involves two questions: 

(1) What is the objective which 
the law is designed to effectuate 


|and is it within the scope of 


police power regulation? 

(2) Is there a reasonable rela- 
tionship between such objective 
and the means selected to achieve 
it? This question necessarily re- 
quires a consideration of: 

(a) the reasonableness of the 
operative method chosen by the 


legislature to bring about the} 
' desired result, and 
(b) the reasonableness, in| 


terms of the desired result, of 


the legislative selection of a class 
to be affected by the laws. Both 
questions concern substantive | 
due process of law, and the prob- | 
lem of classification also involves | 
equal protection of the laws. 
Hertz Washmobile System v. 


| South Orange, 41 N.J. Super. 110, | 


113 (Law Div. 1956), aff’d 25 N.J. 
207 (1957); Corwin, The Constitu- | 


'tion of the United States of 


America (1952) p. 1145. 

| 
The answer of the Two Guys | 

majority to the first question has | 

been discussed above. | 
Denying that Chapter 119 | 

manifests religious motivation, | 

purposes or overtones, the ma- 


| jority opinion states that the law | 97 1958): A Con. Res.-25 (Feb. + 


is directed to the valid police 
power objective of removing un- 
warranted interferences with the 
opportunity for Sunday rest and 


| subsequently deleted 


‘disruptive of Sunday ; 


|Laws” for the following 


| lution 





83 N. J. L. J. Index Page 34, 





recreation. Chief Justice Wei,. 
traub stated that the specific ;.. 
roads on Sunday relaxat,. 
which the legislature may p,., 
conceived to be provoked by ¢:, 
Sunday sale of the specified eo, 
modities could be in terms . 
direct interference “as, for ¢,. 
ample, when commerical act; 
ties add to highway traffic to +:. 
discomfort of the Sunday driy.. 
or otherwise impinge upop :; 
scene conducive to rest, divers:.- 
and recreation,” or in term; ~ 
indirect intrusion “as when th... 
who want to be free on Sung:, 
























































































































{find the economic aims of :. 


economic pressures upon] « 
their employer compel the | 
work to hold their jobs * *«: 
(See p. 14, supra.) In his cone. 
rence, Justice Burlin 
a narrower view of 


them +. 


& forward 
the con. 


only the thesis of direct inter. 
ference. He states: “* * * it isp. 
apparent on the face of th 
ute that it is not ar 
means of achieving a v 
lative goal: to free 

from traffic caused by co 
cial activity to an extent 
ent to allow their unobst 
use by persons seekin 


tion. 
Support exists for the “dire: 
intrusion” analysis. The class. 
fication of commodities bann:: 
by the new law can be tra 
Assembly Bill #22, introduce: 
January 14, 1958, and ultimate; 
enacted as L. 1958, ec. 138 and ¢:- 
clared unconstitutional in 
v. Union Township, 55 NJ. 
523 (Law Div. 1959). A-25 








e 
a 


oP 
4u 4 
lig! 


Cc rolae- 
§ relax2. 


























and lumber supply 
which were added 


m3 
al 


by 





ent, then, to Know what 
man of A-22 had in 

selecting the items to be 
The preamble of A-22, 


mM} 


amendment, tells us: 
“Whereas, The sale an 
fering for sale on Su 
certain goods, wares, 
chandise is adversely 
the proper observance 
day and is causing tr 


safety and general welfare 

the people of the Stat 
This language may be taken t 
dicate that the motive 
and, by extension, 
119 dealing with the s om 
modities, was essentially to e.im- 
nate highway traffic 





relaxation, in order to 
general welfare. 
Chapter 119, however 
some indicia of an economic a= 
Attention is called to A 
Concurrent Resolution 
troduced January 19, 19 
6 months before ena 
the new law. The reso 
posed creation of a « 
to study “Sunday 
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O} 


Ta 


“Whereas, the 
of business in rural 


orists is adversely 
business of merchant 
serve Sunday closing 
And a Senate Concurren 
introduced J: 
1958, for the same purpo 
this language: 
“Whereas, The r ya 
of such 7-day activity in" 
tain places appears t0 
versely affecting the 
which do not remain 
days a week * * * a 
“Whereas, Such anu 
business activity may aave 
ly affect the health and & 
nomic and general welfare “ 
many of our citizens ** *. 
Earlier resolutions similarly & 
press the legislative concer ** 
business. See, A Con. Res.-4 \#* 


ni 
Vv 


a 





a 
4 





A Con. Res.-24 (Jan. 


105 . 
1957); 93 (Mal 


1957); A S Joint Res. 


(Coritinued on page 7, cal. # 
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= eel — 

om H bear a reasonable relation to} Crim. Ct. App. 1945); Hirsch v.| vania, supra (232 U. S. at 144).) 

4 Sunday Closing the objective sought to be| City & County of San Francisco, | In effect, then, the practical dif- 

~_ ' ; achieved by the regulation.| 300 P. 2d 177 (Cal. Dist. Ct. App.| ficulties of the legislature and 

_— (Continued from page 6) A PR Ro cap se aston sale Once selected, all members of| 1956); Railway Express Agency | its inability to devise all-inclu- 
rt a class must be treated equally | v.. New York, 336 U. S. 106 (1949); | sive formulas, when added to the 





y+ 5 : ° 12 ( : i i 

4 —— Agger — - rig yy a eS and similarly. The pervading| Hughes v. Superior Court, 337/ fact that a gradual, piece-meal 
= a esa an least suggest that Vv Mileusenete. supra (177 U.s rationale which unifies the|U. S. 460 (1950); Carmichael v,| approach to a problem is often 
18 ct E1956). Tere was aware of eco-| 164): State vy tarden State| lasticity of variant doctrines, |Seuthern Coal & Coke Co., 301] desirable, has led to the “hitting 
Pq the #6" Sigg coy then, is that of reasonableness. | U. S. 495 (1933); Sproles v. Bin-| the evil” principle. But, in the 





nomic problems caused by high- 
way operations when it enacted 
the new law. However, there is 
no basis for positively designat- 
‘ng economic considerations as 
the motivational force behind the 
new law. 

In this regard, the majority 
opinion discussed the possibility 
and validity of an economic goal. 


Racing Assn., 136 N. J. L. 173, 
177-78 (E. & A. 1947); Wilson 
v. Long Branch, 27 N. J. 360, 377 
(1958), cert. denied 358 U. S. 
873; Robson v. Rodriquez, 26 
N. J. 517, 523 (1958); De Mon- 
aco v. Renton, 18 N. J. 352, 358 
(1955); Jamouneau v. Hunter, 
16 N. J. 500, 518-19 (1951); 
Zullo v. Board of Health, 


And reasonableness in this con- 
text means reasonable selec- 
tion of a class in the first in- 
stance and reasonable, uniform 
treatment of the entire class 
after selection ie., equal 
treatment of a rationally sel- 
ected class. (Morey v. Doud, 
supra; Egan v. Erie R. Co., 29 
N. J. 243 (1959); Wilson v. Long 


ford, 286 U. S. 374 (1932); Silver 


v. Silver, 280 U. S. 117 (1929); St. 


Louis M. & S. R. Co. v. Arkansas, 


240 U. S. 518 (1916); Radice v. 
New York, 264 U. S. 292 (1924); 
Dominion Hotel, Inc. v. Arizona, 
249 U. S. 265 (1919); Central 
Lumber Co. v. South Dakota, 226 
U.S. 157 (1912); Pastone v. Penn- 
sylvania, 232 U. S. 138 (1914); 


last analysis, the true test of a 
classification’s validity concerns 
the reasonableness of the selec- 
tion to effect the legislative ob- 
jective. It is important, there- 
fore, to realize that the “hitting 
the evil” doctrine is not a sub- 
stantive departure from or ex- 
tension of the basic criteria of 
equal protection. The choice of 


1 It indicated defendant ar oe Weasneiiey 7% _ m. 2. Branch, supra (27 N.J. at| Middleton v. Texas Power & L.|a class for treatment must still 

‘'—E -yoluminous affidavits” which at-} (1952), cert. denied 349 U.S.) 377)’ Rodman v. _ Rodri-| Co., 249 U. S. 152 (1919); German | be based upon pertinent, reason- 
mies tributed such an objective by rd a ee ~ quez, supra (26 N.J. at 523); | Alliance Ins. Co. v. Lewis, 233 U.S. | able and substantial differences 
wars J Chapter 119 and sought to just-} Co. v. Board of Review, 1 N.J.| x)’ Restaurant Assn. v. Hol-| 387 (1914); Lindsley v. Natural| between groups. The factors 
Co: J ify the statute on that basis. 545, 552 (1949); State v. Tram-| ao an supra (24 N.J. at 300); | Carbonic Gas Co., 220 U. S. 61| mentioned above merely bear on 
ptinz Chief Justice Weintraub con- tham, supra (55 S. E. 2d at} © gaker Central Motors v. (1911); Rosenthal v. New York,| this basic issue and permit a 
rape cluded that competition may} 200); State v. McGee, supra (75|  G, ort, 23 N. J. 71, 80 (1956);|226 U. S. 260 (1912); Chicago | narrower classification. Or, view- 

















validly be regulated under the 
nolice power if the public inter- 
requires governmental inter- 
on. But from the informa- 


est 







e]t unable to ascribe an eco- 
aim to the enactment of 


resort to speculation on this 
score because they believed the 
‘aw definitely served the consti- 
‘ytional objective of elimination 
y intrusions to benefit the 
ic welfare: 

‘** * we are not called upon 
to consider whether Chapter 
119 is sustainable if the objec- 
tive were thus economic. The | 
r n is that we have no way 
wing that such was the 
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S. E. 2d at 787); State v. Tow- | 
ery, 79 S. E. 2d 513 (N. C. Sup. 
Ct. 1954), appeal dismissed 347 
U. S. 925; Lane v. McFadyen, 





supra (66 So. 2d at 85, 87; State | 
v. Kidd, supra (150 N. E. 2d at} 
418); State v. Hurliman, supra | 
(123 A. 2d at 769); McGowan 
v. State, supra (151 A. 2d at 
159); State v. Shuster, supra 
(145 A. 2d 196); Common- 
wealth v. Bauder, supra (145) 
A. 2d at 920); Neal v. Ennis, 160 
Atl. 8 (Md. Ct. App. 1932); 
Kirk v. Olgati, 308 S.W. 2d 471, 
473-5 (Tenn. Sup. Ct. 1957). 


(2) A classification usually 
is, of necessity, arbitrary (see 
State v. Kidd, supra); it does 
not have to be made with 





Guill v. Mayor & Council of 
City of Hoboken, 21 N. J. 574, 
583-85 (1956); Roselle  v. 
Wright, 21 N. J. 400, 409-410 
(1956); De Monaco v. Renton, 
supra (16 N. J. at 518, 520); 
Zullo v. Board of Health, supra 
(9 N. J. at 440); Delawanna 
Iron & Metal Co. v. Albrecht, 
9 N. J. 424, 429 (1952); State 
v. Garford Trucking, Inc., su- 
pra (4 N. J. at 355); Washing- 
ton National Ins. Co. v. Board 
of Review, supra (1 N. J. at 552- 
53); Oliva v. City of Garfield, 
1N. J. 184, 191-92 (1948); Mul- 
lis v. Celanese Corporation of | 
America, 108 S.E. 2d 547 (S.C. 
Sup. Ct. 1959); Ex Parte Sum- 
ida, supra (170 Pac. at 825); 


Dock & C. Co. v. Fraley, 228 U.S. 
680 (1913); United States v. Pet- 
rillo, 332 U. S. 1 (1947); Na- 
tional Labor Rel. Bd. v. Jones & 
Laughlin S. Corp., 301 U. S. 1 
(1937); United States v. Carolene 
Products Co., 304 U.S. 144 (1938); 
Hall v. Geiger-Jones Co., 242 U.S. 
539 (1917); Miller v. Wilson, 236 
U.S. 373 (1915); Armour & Co. v. 
North Dakota, 240 U. S. 510 
(1916); Perley v. North Carolina, 
249 U. S. 510 (1919).) And deci- 
sions have upheld Sunday clos- 
ing classifications on this ground 
while indicating that the object 
of the legislation was to further 
the public welfare by providing 
a day of rest. (Tinder v. Clarke 
Auto Co., supra (149 N. E. 2d at 





ed another way, hitting the evil 
is a process of sub-classification. 
Once the legislature has found 
an evil affecting a certain class, 
it may choose one sub-class for 
immediate treatment if this 
group’s situation, whether in de- 
gree or in consideration of the 
practicalities of regulation, dif- 
fers in some aspect from its fel- 
low sub-groups. In other words, 
the step by step approach is valid 
only when there are in fact steps 
to be negotiated. As stated in 
Morey v. Doud, supra (354) U.S. 
at 465): 

“That the Equal Protection 
Clause does not require that 
every State regulatory statute 
apply to all in the same busi- 


purpose. The statute itself does| mathematical nicety or sym-| State v. Hurliman, supra (136| 812); Mosko v. Dunbar, supra| SS is a truism. For example, 
not reveal it expressly or by| metry (see Morey v. Doud, su-| A. 2d at 769); Commonwealth | (309 P. 2d 581); Taylor v. City of where size is an index to evil 
necessary implication and the} pra; People v. Friedman, su-| v. Grochowiak, supra (136 A.| Pine Bluff, supra (289 S. W. 2d} @¢ which the law is directed, 
fact that economic interests} pra (96 N. E. 2d at 186)); it} 2d 148)). Those decisions| 679); see State v. Cranston, su-| discriminations between the 
ted legislation and that} will suffice if practical (State| which uphold poor Sunday|pra (85 P. 2d at 684); Common-| large and the small are per- 






ant introduced affidav- 
s; upon that theme does not | 
strate the legislature was 


der 









v. Garden State Racing Ass’n, | 
(136 N. J. L. at 178); | 
Hunter, supra | 


supra 
Jamouneau Vv. 


closing classifications because 
the legislature treated all of 


one class similarly, err if the 


wealth v. Grochowiak, supra (156 


A. 2d at 147-48); Rosenbaum v. | 


City and County of Denver, supra 


missible. Moreover, we have 
repeatedly recognized that ‘re- 
form may take one step at a 


UCU 

t iotivated .. . The act! (16N.J. at 520); State v. Tow-| ambiguities of the language/| (81 P. 2d 760); Ex Parte Johnson,| ‘ime, addressing itself to the 
within the police power! ery, supra (79 S. E. 2d 513) ),| employed suggest rational sel- | supra (141 P. 2d at 602-03).) (One| Phase of the problem which 

upon the thesis ..., to wit, to| or if any conceivable state of} ection in the first instance is|might ask whether the objective| S@@™s most acute to the legis- 

protect the health, safety, mor-| facts support the selection) not also necessary. (See eg.|of Sunday closing in terms of| (ative mind.’ On the other 

New| State v. Trantham, supra (55| public welfare through rest justi-| and, a statutory discrimina- 


weifare from unreason- 
terference with the op- 
ity of the public to find 
from everyday tensions, 
> is no need or warrant to 
t the sufficiency of con- 
jectural objectives.” 
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effect, 


th- 


In terms of operative 
Saapter 119 is reasonable wh« 
the objective be economic 
on of interferences with 
ties to observe Sunday 
cular holiday. It is diffi- 
onceive of a more rea- 
vay to alleviate Sunday 


or 













(Morey v. Doud, supra; 
York Rapid Transit Corpora- | 
tion v. New York, 303 U. S. 573, | 
(578 (1938); Rodman v. Rod- 
riquez, supra (26 N. J. at 524); | 
N. J. Restaurant Assn. v. Hold- | 
erman, 24 N. J. 295, 301 (1957); 
Washington National Ins. Co. 
v. Board of Review, supra (1 
N. J. at 552); Ex Parte Johnson, 
supra (141 P. 2d at 602) ). The 
assailant has an extreme bur- 
den in seeking to overturn the 
classification (Morey v. Doud, 
supra; N. J. Restaurant Assn. 
v. Holderman, supra (24 N. J. 
at 301); Jamouneau v. Hunter, 


S.E. 2d at 200); State v. Towery, 
supra (79 S.E. 2d 513); Mosko 
v. Dunbar, 309 P. 2d 581 (Colo. 
Sup. Ct. 1957); City of Seattle 
v. Gervasi, 258 Pac. 328, 330 
(Wash. Sup. Ct. 1927); State v. | 
Dolan, supra (92 Pac. at 999); 

Taylor v. City of Pine Bluff, 289 | 





fies any conclusion that there ex- 


ist greater aspects of the evil. | 
See dissent, 


Tinder vy. 
Auto Co., supra (149 N. E. 2d at 
820-25). Compare Gundaker Cen- 
tral Motors v. Gassert, supra.) 
The “hitting the evil” doctrine 
does have its limitations. They 


S.W. 2d 679 (Ark. Sup. Ct. 1956), | may best be described by realiz- 


cert. denied 352 U.S. 894). 
One further 


coe? ____|ing what the doctrine seeks to 
doctrine requires | accomplish. It is a means of up- 


enunciation. The legislative reg- ; holding classifications which ap- 


ulation need n 


ot be all-inclusive. | pear somewhat arbitrary on their 


Rather, some courts conceive/ face. In essence, it represents 
that the legislature may under-| judicial deference to the prob- 


take a step by step approach to 


lem of selection, recognizes ad- 


Clarke | 


tion must be based on differ- 
ences that are reasonably re- 
lated to the purposes of the 
Act in which it is found.” 
(And see also Railway Express 
Agency v. New York, supra (336 
U.S. at 110, and Jackson, J., con- 
curring at 115); Middleton v. 
Texas Power & L. Co., supra; 
Lindsley v. Natural Carbonic Gas 
Co., supra; Sproles v. Binford, 
supra; Central Lumber Co. v. 
South Dakota, supra; German 


| Alliance Ins. Co. v. Lewis, supra; 


Radice v. New York, supra (264 
U. S. at 297-98); Silver v. Silver, 
Dominion Hotel, Inc. v. 


congestion than to re-| supra (16 N. J. at 515-16). In| the problem, addressing its at- | ministrative convenience and ex- | >UPT#: , 
ve a patent cause of such con- fact, in the absence of clear| tention to at portion of the|pense as a factor and acknow- oe supte;: sce Heneines Ss 
” on, Sunday sales by highway evidence to the contrary, it has} evil which believes is doing | ledges the fact that “Lawmaking | « ew York, supra; Chicago Dock 





If economic 


been said the courts will as- 


the most harm 


As stated in Wil- 


|is essentially empirical and tent- 


& C. Co. v. Fraley, supra). 





pressures 
liamson v. Lee Optical of Okla., 
supra (348 U.S. at 489): 


ative .. 





.’ (Hughes v. Superior 
Court, supra (339 U.S. at 469): 


sume the legislature was pos- 


by sale of the specified ( 
sessed of facts which justified 


2 : ; (Concluded next week) 
Gities foreclose the desire see aiaigs 

















ain employees to be free| _ its classification. (See People v. “The problem of legislative | Carmichael v. Southern Coal & 

day, elimination of the ac- Krotkiewicz, 282 N.W. 852 classification is a perennial | Coke Co., supra (301 U.S. at 511 FE L A W B 0 0 K S 
ppropriate. And, assum- (Mich. Sup. Ct. 1938); People one, admitting of no doctrin-/| Radice v. New York, supra (264 BOUGHT — SOLD — EXCHANGED 

purposes of discussion the v. DeRose, 203 N.W. 95, 96 aire definition. Evils in the|U. S. at 297-98); St. Louis M. & |] COMPLETE LIBRARIES AND SINGLE 


SETS — BOOKS REBOUND 





, ne = a law; (1948) ) and “arbitrary selec” | Restaurant Assn. v. Holderman, | WE ARE NEARER THAN YOU THINK! 
~, lust be stated. But, in the/ tion can never be justified b (24 N. J. at 300-301; Ex , ogg ener 
ky cue | J Y | supra ; % - 
a eare LAL. YSIS, the entire question | calling it classification.” (Gulf,| parte Strauck, 157 P. 2d 201 (Okla Our associate reporters live in the following counties: 
er wonae sssification’s validity de-| (C. & S. F. R. Co. v. Ellis, 165 Bergen Monmouth Passaic Essex 
: Be et ‘Supon a simple test of “rea-| U.S. 150, 159 (1897) ). The sum | P=" OVER 40 YEARS EXPERIENCE “=m Englewood Cliffs Matawan Wayne Cedar Grove 
sae fot Mon eeess”, a test based largely| total of the principles stated | APPRAISER Wyckoff Shrewsbury , a pene 
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he act was to regulate 
n, placing an effective 
on rural stores for the 
of local merchants would 













ti the objective, 
ev a question of the rea- 
-“a0.eness of the classification 
“attaining the desired end. 
; cussing the specifics | 
sification employed in 
, Some general state- | 
n classification must be 


le, they are nonetheless 














(Mich. Sup. Ct. 1925) ). In real- 
ity, only discriminations of an 
unusual or grievous nature will 
be closely scrutinized. (Morey v. | 
Doud, supra; Williamson v. Lee | 
Optical of Okla., 348 U. S. 483, | 
489 (1955); Lane v. McFadyen, | 
supra (66 So. 2d at 87) ). Thus, | 
if the classification is founded | 
upon a reasonable basis, it will | 
be sustained. (See Morey v.| 
Doud, supra, and cases cited 
under (3) infra.) | 


(3) But “Equal protection of | 
the laws is not achieved) 
through indiscriminate imposi- | 
tion of inequalities” (Shelley 
v. Kraemer, 334 US. 1, 22 


same field may be of different 
proportions requiring different 
remedies. Or so the legislature 
may think ... Or the reform 
may take one step at a time, | 
addressing itself to the phase 
of the problem which seems 
most acute to the legislative | 
mind. ... The legislature may 
select one phase of one field 
and apply a remedy there, neg- | 
lecting the others. ... The pro- 
hibition of the Equal Protec- | 
tion Clause goes no further | 
than the invidious discrimin- | 
ation.” 


(And see Amerrcan Fed. of Labor | 


v. 
| 335 U. S. 538, 541-42 (1949); N. J. | 


American Sash & Door Co., | 





|S. R. Co. v. Arkansas, supra (240 
|U. S. 518).) Respect is therefore 
| afforded the legislative exper- 
'ience. (See Pastone v. Pennsyl- 
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viewed as such only in -the ad- 
ministrative process. With re- 
spect to claimed inequity for 1959 
which was beyond relief by ad- 
ministrative review, municipality 
can at most seek a credit against 
a future apportionment in such 
amount as it shows to be in ex- 
cess of share it would have owed 


if statutory provisions had been | 
followed by assessors. Matter re- | 


manded for further proceedings 
in accordance herewith. 

N.J. Pharmaceutical Assn. et al 
v. Furman et al (A-121, decided 
June 28, 1960) 

Denied plaintiffs’ petition for 
declaration that Attorney Gen- 
eral’s Executive Directive No. 4 
creating a centralized Bureau of 
Inspectors and transferring to it 
the inspectors employed by the 
Boards in the Division of Pro- 
fessional Boards, particularly the 
two employed by the Board of 
Pharmacy, is invalid and affirm- 
ed the actions of the Depts. of 
Civil Service and of the Treasury 
approving the Attorney General's 
action. P.L. 1948, c. 439 (N.J.S.A. 
92:17B-1 et seq., especially secs. 
2, 4, 27, 35). Court did not con- 
sider what legal consequences 
would be if any of the boards 
concerned attacked the Attorney 
General's action as violating their 
autonomous nature as_ action 
here was brought by pharmaceu- 
tical association and 3 pharma- 
cists. 

Griggs et als vy. Princeton Boro 
et als (A-29, decided June 28, 
1960) 

Reversed Law Div. order grant- 
ing defendant’s motion for sum- 
mary judgment in action to re- 
view determinations of defen- 
dant’s planning board and bor- 
ough council that certain area 
in borough was “blighted area” 
as defined by N.J.S.A. 40:55-21.1 
and remanded cause to allow 
plaintiffs opportunity to move 
for summary judgment on issue 
of conflict of interests where two 
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| members of the borough council 

| who had voted for approval of 

|the planning board’s determina- 
tion were employees of Univer- 
sity which had considerable stake 
in business of organization own- 
ing property in area concerned 
and which might be chosen as 

| the redeveloper. 

| Jones et als v. MacDonald (A-113, 

| decided June 28, 1960) 


Affirmed trial court judgment 
| that defendant may not lawfully 
|be both a member of county tax 
|'board and borough council and 
| holding his office as councilman 
| vacated. Incompatibility inheres 
|in rights, duties and obligations 
|of these two offices, as munici- 
| pality itself has statutory role 
with respect to tax proceedings 
| before county tax board. Incom- 
| patability can exist without one 
position’s being subordinate to 
'the other. R.R. 4:88-15(a) can- 
|not be applied to limit time to 
| review public wrong here. 
|State v. Ivan (A-117, 
| June 28, 1960) 

Affirmed judgment entered on 
non vult plea to indictment for 
| bookmaking in violation of N.J.S. 
2A:112-3 and sentencing defen- 
|dant to term of one to two years 
and fine of $5,000. Rejected de- 
fendant’s attack on sentence as 
illegal because of preconceived 
policy of trial judge as to sen- 
tence for that offense withcut 
regard to circumstances of in- 
dividual offender. Defendant 
stresses lack of prior convictions 
and his record as good ‘amily 
|man with regular emplcyment. 
Trial judge had presentence re- 
port required by R.R. 3:7-10(b) 
and showed that he would take 
other course if defendant coop- 
erated in disclosing operations. 
Supreme Court agrees with trial 
judge’s exercise of his discretion. 
In this offense the interests of a 
widespread conspiracy are served, 
and it would be a mistake to 
think of the defendant as an iso- 
lated figure. 
State v. Parker 
June 28, 1960) 

Affirmed judgment of convic- 
| tion for murder with jury recom- 
mendation of life imprisonment. 
In light of contradictory testi- 
| mony of other witnesses, the trial 
fcourt did not commit error in 
|failing to charge jury that they 
were bound to accept as true 
the exculpatory portions of de- 
fendant’s unsigned statement un- 
less they were disputed by other 
evidence in the case or were so 
improbable as to be unworthy of 
belief. In its charge on issue of 
self-defense it was proper for 


decided 


(A-131, decided 


trial court to point out the sig-| 


nificant evidence in the case, 
so long as it left ultimate deci- 
sion of fact to the jury. Trial 
court did not err in receiving 
evidence of defendant’s previous 
sentences for crime on his pleas 
of non vult for purpose of af- 
fecting his credibility. 
McAndrew et al v. Mularchuk et 
als (A-69, decided June 28, 1960) 
Full digest on page 5. 
Baesler v. Globe Indemnity Co. 
(A-118, decided June 28, 1960) 
Full digest on page 3. 
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.| Hunt v. Hospital Service Plan of 


N.J. et al 
28, 1960) 

Full digest on page 1. 

Norman v. Beling (A-126, decid- 
ed June 28, 1960) 

Full digest on page 2. 

Eastern Acceptance Corp. v. Cam- 
den Trust Co. (A-133, decided 
June 28, 1960) 

Full digest on page 2. 

Sunset Beach Amusement Corp. 
et al v. Belk et als (A-134, de- 
cided June 28, 1960) 
Full digest on page 3. 
Petitions for Certification Grant- 
ed 
N.J. Dept. of Health v. Roselle 
et al - 61 N.J. Super. 363 
Bayonne v. Dept. of Civil Service 
- denial of increment within sal- 
ary range to sewer service em- 
ployees. See 59 N.J. Super. 288). 
SUPERIOR COURT - 
APPELLATE DIVISION 
McAllister v. State (A-169-59, de- 
cided June 24, 1960) 

Affirmed Law Div. judgment 
of dismissal of application for 
habeas corpus by petitioner who 
had been convicted and sentenced 
for robbery and who now com- 
plains that he had been inade- 
quately represented by counsei 
in arraignment and totally un- 
represented at sentencing. While 
extent of consultation between 
petioner and assigned counsel was 
short, in view of the nature of 
the crime, petitioner’s obvious 
and undenied guilt, his know- 
ledge of court procedures and his 
eagerness to plead guilty so that 
prosecutor would not charge him 
as second offender, it cannot be 
said that representation was so 
inadequate as to constitute de- 
nial of fair process. Nothing is 
presented here to show any like- 
lihood that lack of counsel at 
sentencing prevented defendant's 
rights from being fairly protec- 
ted at that time. 

Weeks v. Newark (A-288-59, de- 
cided June 24, 1960) 

Affirmed Dist. Ct. Judgment 
awarding $750 damages for in- 
juries suffered when plaintiff, 
who had paid ten cents admis- 
sion, slipped and fell on wet, 
filmy and slippery toilet room 
floor of municipal swimming pool 
owned and operated by defend- 
ant city. City is not immune from 


(A-120, decided June 





| liability in this case by RS. 40:9- | 
2, which bars liability in connec- | 





|tion with public grounds etc., as 
|that applies to governmental ac- 
| tivities but not proprietary func- 
| tion. Municipality performs a 
| proprietary function when 
| maintains a public swimming pool. 
| See N.J.S.A. 40:61-22.21. 

| Stehli v. Stehli et al (A-335-59, 
| decided June 23, 1960) 

| Affirmed County Court judg- 
ment which had reversed an or- 
der of dismissal entered in Div. 
|of Work. Compens. Petitioner’s 
husband had auto accident on 
way home after performing elec- 
| trical work for respondent em- 
|ployer’s customer, following 
| which he became ill and died the 
| following morning from coronary 
| insufficiency. Rapid progress of 
| the illness following the accident 
indicates that the accident con- 
tributed to his death, even 
| though there was evidence of 
| prior heart disease. Fact that 
| decedent carried equipment for 
the job in his car made his jour- 
ney one that was mutually bene- 
ficial and therefore the accident 
| arose out of and in the course of 
his employment, which fact res- 
|pondent had recognized by in- 
|creasing his hourly pay because 
|of his travel expenses. 

| Araujo et al v. N.J. Natural Gas 
Co. et al (A-163-59, decided June 
21, 1960) 

Reversed judgment of dismissal 
at end of plaintiffs’ case and 
cause is remanded for new trial 
as to both defendants in negli- 
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NEW RULES AND AMENDMENTS 


(Continued from page 1) 





under Rule 4:85, the court shall direct the attorneys for the parties 


to appear before it for a conference in open court to: 

Note: Effective September 9, 1953; paragraph (as amended June » 
1957 to be effective September 4, 1957; paragraph (b) amend, 
April 18, 1955 to be effective April 21, 1955; June 27, 1955 ., 
be effective September 7, 1955; June 20, 1957 to be effect;,, 
September 7, 1957; paragraph (a) amended July 1, 1960 to +, 
effective immediately. Formerly Rule 3:16-42, amended 
ember 19, 1949; December 7, 1950; June 7, 1951: Jany 
1952; January 1, 1953. 





Paragraph (a) of Rule 4:55-7 is amended to read as follows: 
4:55-7. Counsel Fees 
(a) In a matrimonial action. In such an action [, including thp;, 
resulting in reconciliation under Rule 4:94A or otherwise,] the e 
in its discretion may make an allowance to be paid by any of th; 
parties to the action, charging, if deemed to be just, any ty 
successful in the action; but no allowance shall be made as to no; 
matrimonial issues joined with matrimonial issues. ° 
Note: Effective September 9, 1953; paragraphs (c) and (f) amende: 
July 20, 1959 to be effective September 9, 1959: paragrap> 
(a) amended July 1, 1960 to be effective immediately For. 
merly Rule 3:54-7, amended January 21, 1949: Decen ' 
1950: paragraph (e) adopted January 1, 1952; paragraph 4 
adopted March 19, 1953. 


Der 7 





Paragraph (c) of Rule 4:98-4, Application Pendente Lite, is deje::. 
July 1, 1960. 


RULE 4:94A. ACTIONS INVOLVING RECONCILIATION, is delete: 
in its entirety effective July 1, 1960. 








Paragraph (b) of Rule 4:95-1 is amended to read as follows 
4:95-1. Requirements for Certain Pleadings 

(b) In actions for divorce or maintenance or any other matr- 
monial cause where adultery is charged, [except those gover bt 
Rule 4:94A,] the complaint, answer or counter-claim so c} 
shall state the name of the person with whom the adulté 7a 
committed, if known, and if not known, shall state any available 
information tending to describe the said person. Likewise, there 
shall be stated such designation of the time, place and circumstance 
under which the act or series of acts were committed as will enab‘ 






the party charged therewith and the court to distinguish the par- 
ticular offense or offenses intended to be charged. If the name & 
stated to be unknown, it must be shown upon the hearing that it wa 
not known at the time of the filing of the pleading containing th: 
charge. : 


Note: Effective September 9, 1953; paragraph (a) amended June 28 
1954 to be effective September 8, 1954, July 20, 1959 to be 
effective September 9, 1959; paragraph ‘(b) amended July 1 
1960 to be effective immediately. Formerly Rulk 
amended December 7, 1950; January 1, 1952. 


3:84) 





Paragraph (e) is deleted and paragraph (a) of Rule 4:97 is amended 
to read as follows: 
RULE 4:97. NOTICE TO CO-RESPONDENT IN ADULTERY 


ACTIONS 
(a) [Except in actions governed by Rule 4:94A,] Where a person 
is named as a co-respondent in any pleading seeking relief on the 
ground of adultery, the party making the charge shall give him 
written notice within 10 days after the filing of such pleading, either 
personally or by registered or certified mail to his last-known add- 
ress, of the pendency of the action and of the charge against him 
and that he may intervene. 
Note: Effective September 9, 1953; paragraph (a) amended June 2 
1955 to be effective September 7, 1955; paragraph (a) amende 


and paragraph (e) adopted June 20, 1957 to be effective Sep- 
tember 4, 1957; paragraph (a) amended and paragraph ‘¢ 
deleted July 1, 1960 to be effective immediately. Formerly 
Rule 3:86, amended December 7, 1950. 





a Civil Procedure Forms 40A, 40B and 40C are deleted in their entirety 
10 | 


effective July 1, 1960. 











|Dist. Ct., dismissed complain: 
charging violation of N.J.S.A. 3 
3-84 (overweight vehicle). Be- 
cause ha: 


gence action by husband and 
wife against natural gas company 
which supplied gas to home and | 
the company which had installed 
the piping at time of the home’s 
construction two years before, 
pursuant to contract with the 
gas company, for property dam- 
age and personal injuries sus- 
tained when their home was 
completely destroyed by gas ex- 
plosion and resulting fire. In view 
of very bad condition of pipe, 
particularly its bent condition, 
when it was dug up, negligence 
of supply company is the most 
probable explanation and issue 
of negligence should not have 
been taken from jury. Gas com- 
pany cannot shield itself from 
injurious consequence of impro- 
per gas pipe installation through 
agency of independent contract 
for its installation by supply 
company. 
COUNTY COURT 

State v. Metropolitan Iron and 
Steel Co., Inc. (Bergen Co., Law 
Div., 60-363, decided June 20, 

1960) 

On appeal from conviction in 
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trooper determined tha 
weighing by portable scales # 
the intercept point woul AE 
a traffic hazard, he required ct 
fendant’s truck to be driven 
scales owned and operated °° 
its business by private compat) 
at place within two miles. Troop- 
er’s procedure here did not com: 
ply firs 





with requirements of i 
paragraph of NJ.S.A. 39:3-%- 
which provide for weighing % 
“portable or stationary scaé 
at the stop point or 

to “nearest public scales 


ox 


. 


reasonably be limited to to 
maintained for hire. 
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San Francisco — Advance reg- 
‘stration for the National Associ- 
ation of Claimants’ Compensa- 
, Attorneys, national conven- 
July 22-26, has 








t the Convention Committee 
been forced to acquire addi- 
] space, to house some of its 





ou Ashe, San Francisco at- 
ney and President of NACCA, 
sunced today that the 1,400 
Scottish Rite Auditorium, 
ent to the Jack Tar Hotel, 
ne Convention Headquarters, 
yid be used for the larger sec- | 
meetings. The main audi- 
1 of the hotel seats 900. 

» convention is expected to 
2,000 plaintiffs’ 
allied professional men and 
from all sections of the| 





























a program that covers 
entire field of the trial law- 
have secured as speak- 





cts to be covered in 





Workmen’s Compensation; Avia- 
Railroad Law; Admir- | ;; 





ec Advocacy; Medical-Legal 
inar; Products Liability Pan- 
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NACCA 1960 National Convention 





el; a Malpractice Panel; Wrong- 
ful Death Seminar; a Moot Court 
on Neuropsychiatric Testimony 
in Personal Injury Cases; and a 
general roundup titled “Legal 
Highlights.” 


to a Trial Demonstration of a 
Child Injury Case, under the di- 


rection of Max Israelson, Balti- | 


more, Chairman of the General 
Tort Law Section of NACCA. 
Judges of the Court will be the 
Hon. Daniel B. Shoemaker, As- 
sociate Justice, California Dis- 
trict Court of Appeals and Hon. 
Donn D. Parker, Circuit Court 


Judge, Genesse County, Flint, | 


Mich. 
The plaintiff's and defense 
counsel, the expert witnesses 


and the jury of interrogators | 


have been drawn from leading 
llegal and medical authorities 
from all sections of the United 
States. 











LEGAL NOTICES 





SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY 
CHANCERY DIVISION 
ESSEX COUNTY 
DOCKET NO. F-3t 
Civil Actior 
ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 





MATTHEW VOLPE 
Plaintiff 





Vs 
ALEX CHORBO, Dece 
heirs levisees and persona 


vresentatives, and his 





he date her 
ORDERED « 
| that fe 





| 
ti 
| 
| 








IS FURTHE! 








shed 
v Jersey, 
his Order. 
s/ DAVID A. PINDAR 

J.5 








tC COUNTY COURT—Law Division, In 
t Of Daniel 
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Municipal Attorneys 


The New Jersey Institute of 
Municipal Attorneys will hold its 
|mid-year meeting at the Jump- 
ing Brook Country Club in Nep- 
; | tune this evening at 7 P.M. Sen- 
Sunday, July 24, will be devoted | ator Wayne Dumont will be the 
| principal speaker. 
discus- 
sion are two recent decisions of 
|the New Jersey Supreme Court 
|in cases in which the Institute 
|had intervened as amicus curiae. 
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Announcements 
Shanley and Fisher have open- 
ed dffices in Washington, D.C. at 
1012-14 14th Street, N.W. Their 
Newark offices continue at 1744 
Bread Street. 





Boris Seeber has opened offices 
for the general practice of law at 





LEGAL NOTICES 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFIOATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whom these presents may come. 

Greeting : 

WHERKEAS, Lt appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissulution there: 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock 
hulders. deposited in my office that 

LEE MARK BUILDING CO. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 382 Springfield Ave 
nue, in the City of Summit, County of 
Union, State of New Jersey (Peter Trivlo 
being the axent therein and in charge thereo!. 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complfd with the requirements of Title 14. 
Oorporations. General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Oertify that the said corporation did. on the 
Twenty-eighth day of June, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholdera 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my haad and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Twenty-eighth day of June, 

(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 











EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—July 7, 14, 21 F21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereot 
by the unanimous consent of all the setock- 
holders. deposited in my office that | 

ZAMBETTI CONSTRUCTION CO. IN 
a corporation of this State, whose | 
office is situated at No. 125 Elm 8 
the Town of Westfield, ¢ nior 
State of New Jersey (Irvine B. Julinstone, Jr 
being the agent therein and in cuarge thervof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Kevised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certiticate of Dissolution 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
























State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | 
Certify that the said corporation did. on th; 
Twenty-ninth day of June, 1960, file in m 
office a duly executed and attested consent 


|} in writing to the dissviution of said cor- 


poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 


; of the proceedings aforesaid are now on ile 
; in my said office as provided 


e by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
this Twent th i of June 


; (Seal; A.D., one thougand nine hundred 





and sixty. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN 

Secretary of State. 
a3 21 


i ee $2 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE ! ' 


CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whom these presente may come 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my sati 
by duly authenticated record of t 
ings for the voluntary dissolution ther: 
by the unanimous consent of al! the stock 
holders, deposited in my office that 
PARKFORD REALTY CORP 
a corporation of tis State, whose principal 
office is si ted at No. 71 Le t ‘ 


in the of Passaic, 














State of New Jer (Israel Pas 





| being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
| upon whom process may be served a> 
| complied with the requirements of Title 14 


Corporations, General. of Revised Statute 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuir 
of this Certificate of Dissolution 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Du Herebs 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Twenty-nintn day of Jun 1960, tile in + 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor 
poration, executed by all the stockhuiders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
f the vr lings aforesaid are now on file 

4 














tn my said office as provided by i 
IN TESTIMONY WHE F 
have hereto t my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trentor 
this Tw 3 th jax ¢ J 
Seal) A.D., one thousand nine bundre 
and sixty. 


EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State 
L.J.—July 7, 14, 21 é 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come. 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the uranimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, demosited in my office that 

ASHTON REALTY CORP 
a corporation of this State, whose 
office is situated at No. 71 Lexington 
> City of Passaic, inty <« a 
State of New Jersey (Israel Pasternack 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution 

NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Io Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Twenty-ninth day of June, 1960, ¢ nr 
office a duly executed and attested nent 
in writing to the dissolution of «sid cor 
poration, executed by al! the steekbelders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on fle 
in my said office as provided by law 

IN TESTIMONY WHERFOOF I 
have hereto set my hand an! af 
fixed my official seal. at Trenron 
this Twenty-ninth lay J 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine bundred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—July 7, 14, 21 $21 
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-¥ Guay a#uthent 

}lugs for the voluntary dissvlution there 

by the uDaulimeus susent 

julders, delusiled ip my office that 
A N, INC. 


a corporation of this State, whose 
offi is situated at N 744 Bre 





oaS Compiled with 
14, Corporation, 


State of the State of New 
Certify that the said corpo 


Twenty-eighth day 
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LEGAL NOTICES 





Dated: June 28, 1960 
ESTATE OF CARLOS NASON CLARK, 
deceased. ;‘ 

Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, executor of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
Within six months from this date, or, they 
vill be forever barred from prosecuting or 


| ran the same against the subscriber. 


189 Parsippany Rd., Parsippany. 
| 


THE NATIONAL NEWARK AND ESSEX 
BANKING COMPANY OF NEWARK 
stanley L. Gedney, Jr., Attorney 
vid Main St 
hast Orange, N. J. 
| a 


duiy 7, 14, 21, 28, Aug. 4 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF £ILING Ob CONSENT 
Br SLUCKHOLDERS ‘Tu DISSOLUTION 
lo ali to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 
WHEKsAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 


by Guiy auiuenticated record of tue proceed- 


ipgs lur tu voluntary dissolution thereof 


deposited in my olfice, that the 


) he 
MIDLAND GENERAL HOSPITAL 


4a cOrporativou of this State, whose principal 
otlice is situated at No. 1018 Stuyvesaut Ave- 
nue, in the Township of Union, County of 
Union, State of New Jersey (Stanley Gruen 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of ‘Titie 14, 
Corporations, General, of Kevised Statutes, 
preliminary to the issuing of this Certiticate 
that sucu consent has been filed. 


NOW THEREFORE, 1, EUWARD J. PAT- 


THN, Secretary of State of the State of 
New Jersey, Wo Hereby Certify that the 
said corporation did, on the Twenty-eighth 
day of June, 1960, tile in my office a duy ex- 
ecuted and attested consent in writing to 
tne dissolution of said corporation, executed 
vy more than two-thirds in interest of the 
stockholders thereof, which said certificate 
and the record of the proceedings afuresaid 
are pow on Hie in my said office as provided 
by iaw. 


IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
nixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Twenty-cighth day f June, 
Seal) A.UV., one thousand nine huudred 
and sixty. 
bDWAKv J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 
J.—July 7, 14, 21 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JEKSEYX 


VDiwAKTMENL OF SLATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSULUTIUN 


To ali to whom these presents muy cume, 


Greetwug: 
WHEKEAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
Licated record of the proceed 





of ali the stock- 


SAM'S TAVER? 













New Jersey, 
this Certunca of Dissoiution 


NOW, THERLIURE, 








4nd 


afte 





i r ore i a 
wb wy said office as provided by iaw 





and sixty 
buWaAnw J. PATTEN, 
cretury of State 








shiterhi 
OF STATE 






ais tu 
sreeting 























d 

n al 
t j ete attested consent 
wr t i 3 f sald cor 
at executed DY a the stockholders 
whieh said sent and the record 
n aforesaid are now on fle 

>» as provided Dy law 

TESTIMONY WHEREOF I 





ave hereto set my 
fixed my official sea) ! 
this Twe seventl lay f June 
Sea A.D « thousand oine bundred 


i 


nd sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State 


4, 2 $21.60 
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LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES . y, LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW po a STATE OF NEW JERSEY TATE OP NEW JERSEY (L.S§ cEW ; 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF S| DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE — > JAMES BARR — 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION sienka pe =m 1 nis heirs, 
MV atesting: et “ame these presents may come. | To gil to whom these presents may come, |To all to whom these presents may come, and his Bsr nae pty = 
thd IY Greeting Greeting: ei ES el Big 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction —~ & successors in right, title 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed-| by duly authenticated record of the proceed - WHEREAS, = appears to my satisfaction. WHEREAS, It appears to i ——— cocaat. ttle and {y B 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | °7 duly au enticated record of the proceed- | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- TatiaAantn 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock-| by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | ‘988 for the voluntary dissolution thereof | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof Y eerats ; 
holders. deposited in my office that holders, deposited in my office that by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | by the unanimous consent of all th- stock- ou are hereby summoned and reqnieas . 

RAILROAD RIVEREDGE CORP. 140 CENTRAL AVE., INC. holders, deposited in my office that holders, deposited in my office that Serre npon Gassert, Murphy & «o 
a corporation of this State, whose principal | a corporation of this State, whose principal PLACE ENGINEERING C©O., INC., 35 SHEPARD HOLDING CO. acon ae attorneys, whose address {5 x29 
office is situated at No. 4401 Park Avenue, | office is situated at No. 11 Commerce Street, | 4 corporation of this State, whose principal | a corporation of this State, whose principal | Broad Street. Newark. New Jersey 4. 
in the City of Union City, County of Hudson, | in the City of Newark, County of Essex, | Office is situated at No. 39 Willow Street, in | office is situated at No. 786 Broad Street, | answer to the complaint filed in ¢ wiz 
State of New Jersey (Hedley V. Thompson, | State of New Jersey (Mortimer Katz | the Borough of Glen Ridge, County of Esex, in the City of Newark, County of Essex, = in which Roman Catholic Dineass » a 
Jr. being the agent therein and in charge | being the agent therein and in charge thereof. | State of New Jersey (Walter R. Place | State of New Jersey (Sigmund C. Bernstein ee and Pontifical Soctety ¢5, poe 
thereof, upon whom process may be served), | upon whom process may be served), has | being the ageat therein and in charge thereof, | being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | Propagation of the Faith tn 
has complied with the requirements of Title | complied with the requirements of Title 14. | upon whom process may be served), has | Upon whom process may be served). has | Foreign Missions are plaintiffs 
- = pl 4 General. of Revised Stat- | Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes | complied with the requirements of Title 14. complied with the requirements of Title 14.| Saker, his heirs. devisees ang 

’ A ae wget di - the jen. |0f New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes | representatives and his. thetr, : 
utes of New Jersey, preliminary to the issu-| (¢ thig Certificate of Dissolution. of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing |°! New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing | their successors in right, title and in+ceu, od 
ing of this Certificate of Dissolution. NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | of thia Certificate of Dissolution. of this Certificate of Dissolution. are defendantS. pending tn the : 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | state of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby NOW THEREFORE. I. the Secretary of NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | Court of New Jersey within 25 3 Pap : 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | Gortity that the said corporation did, on the © coco Ad State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | ji), 7. 19960 inet J 
Certify that the aaid corporation did. on the | twenty-ninth day of June. 1960, file in| Ste of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | (:tity that the said corporation did. on the Lae ‘0 py exclusive of such date, 1 i 
Twenty-seventh day of June, 1960, file in| my office a duly executed and attested consent | “ertify that the said corporation did. on the | Twenty-first day of June, 1960, file in my |JoU fall to do so. judgment by defan't ny tt 
my office a duly execyted and attested consent |in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | )Wenty-Seventh day of June, 1960, file in my | office a duly executed and attested consent be rendered against you for the relist 
in writing to the dissolntion of sald cor-| oration, executed by all the stockholders | fice a duly executed and attested consent | in writing to the dissolution of said cor- manded in the complaint. Yor 
poration, executed by all the stockholders | thereof, which said consent and the record | '" Writing to the dissolution of said cor-| poration, executed by all the stockholders | YOUr answer and proof of service in 4 
thereof, which said consent and the record | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | Poration, executed by all the stockholders | thereof, which said consent and the record cate with the Clerk of the Superior tyoen cep 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file |in my said office as provided by law. thereof, which said consent and the record | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | State House, Annex. Trenton, New Jory vib 
in my said office as provided by law. IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file|in my said office as provided by law. in accordance with the ries of oe ts 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, IT Lave hereto set my hand and ef-|in my said office as provided by law. IN TE sTIMONY WHEREOF, I/tice and procedure. ; 2 

have hereto set my hand and af- fixed my official seal. at Trenton. IN TESTIMONY WHERBEOF, I have hereto set my hand and af- The action has 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton. this Twenty-ninth day of June, have hereto set my hand and af- fixed my official seal, at Trenton. | purpose of obtainin < 
this Twenty-seventh day of June, | (geal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred fixed my official seal, at Trenton, this Twenty-first day of June, |ing and determining th Be 
(Seal) wing a9 thousand nine hundred and sixty. pgp ny this Twenty-seventh day of June, | (Seal) es one thousand nine hundred and - suit in and to land ar x 
and sixty. IWARD TTE? ( _D. thou { b sixty. described in the complaint ! + : 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, Secretary o of State. Seal) 7 Sector wand me: bendred EDWARD J. PATTEN. Waverly Place, in the Ci 2 
Seorttary of State. 21.60 | ee ely_7._ 14, $21.60 EDWARD J. PATTEN, Secretary of State. % Hesex County, New Jerecy. and ‘ 
L J.—July 7, 14, 21 $21.6 - Becretory of State. L.J.—June 30, July 7, 14 $21.60 | that the defendants bare no ates ; : 
NEPAR MENT OF STATA L.J.—July 7, 14, 21 $21.60 right in, lien or encumbrance in said prom d 
Dated: June 9, 1960 CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION STATE OF NEW JERSEY oy, ee So Secleee “es 
ESTATE OF ERNEST WESTER. deceased. | 79 gil to whom these presents may come. _..DBPARTMENT OF STATE uly 12, 1901 made by Har k 

Pureanant to the order of DAVID H Greeting: ESSEX COUNTY COURT CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION ty mortgagor. single, to Jam Th 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Easex.| WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction LAW DIVISION ee ee ee ee oF ee ee e 
this day made on the application o' @]} by duly authenticated record of the proceed- DOCKET NO. ficient. A ; 7 Virtue Of Sam mortgage y ze 
undersigned, Executrix of sald deceased.|ings for the voluntary dissolntion thereof Oieil Action 7 eS oe 7 7 pcan have or claim an eState, interest wrer 
notice {s hereby given to the creditors of] hy the unanimous consent ef all the stock- NOTICE OF HEARING Ieee for the WOlUGtaGe Giaelition tkocene in, Hen or encumbrance upon 7.2 
sald deceased to exhibit to the subscriber. | holders. denosited in mv office that 7 : ings {or e voluntary < ation described in the complaint. 

1 t m ‘ion. their claims and WILLIAM FROST. INC by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | Dated: June 8th. 1960 . 
under oath or Siirmation. eat ~etng: : In the matter of the application ) | holders, denosited in my office that ore ae . , 
demands against the estate of said deceased | aq corporation of this State. whose principal JAMES CHRISTIE MCGRATH, also ) OTAN REALTY CORP I. Grant Scott 
within six months from this date, or they] office is situated at No. 559-561 Bloomfield | 2) °* a etna edo teach a arch Smee —s sag?" . Clerk of the Superior Cone 

known as JAMES CHRISTIP, individually ) | a corporation of this State, whose principal << tt t 
will be forever barred from a + Avenue, in the Town of Montclair, County of SSsn| ah Ga GR ecaralaa OETA ” Nl ofice. ta celGnatah ae eNGo O64 Miath cAvenan L.J.—June 16, 23, 30, July 7 $378 oi 

" ring ean > y t < ~~ “rasan a aa Seton Sov. | 20d a! ! al a a 41S/ ) is situs a No. 6 S d r " 
recovering Se ae ne subscriber Essex. State of New Jer: y (Gertrude Nov MACGRATH, also known as LIGA ) |in the City of Plainfield, County of Union. STATE OF NEW JER ——— = 
epee papi seer THORN shin being the agent therein and in charge MCGRATH, an infant, and .| State of New Jersey (Julius Vogel DEPARTMENT OF ony 

on dh tTL! § N, thereof, upon whom Process may be served), DAUNNE CHRISTIE MACGRATH, ) | being the agent therein and in charge thereof, CERTIFICATE OF DIssi ATE 
- ——— v4 has complied with the requirements of Title | 01... known as DAUNNE CHRISTIB ) | upon whom process may be served). has|n, gi; to whom these “sg TION 
v4 non Place 14, Corporations, General, of Revised t- | MCGRATH, an infant, and JANET APGAR) | complied with the reanirements of Title 14 Greeti Presents may com 
Summit, N. J = utes of New Jersey, preliminary to the issu- MCGRATH. ht if ¢ lea to assume ) Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes FOCEERG ¢ 
L.J.—June 16, 23, 30, July 7, 14 ing of this Certificate of Dissolution. the names of JAMES CHRISTI, LISA ) | New Jersey. preliminary to the tssutng ne ag se aout on ra of rip “ 

: RE > ne o AMES : 4, LIS: of tht! { uly authentica record of th 3ET 
sNOW, THEREFORE, 1. the Secretary of |MAccHATH CHRISTIE, DAUNNE 3 | °TiMie Corriente of Dinectation oe | pattayumnenticate, record ofthe pred 
Dated: June 7, 1960] Certify that the said corporation did, on the MACGRATH . GRISTIE, and JANET ) | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | by the unanimous consent of ail 
ESTATE OF GEORGE J. KELLER, SR., Twenty-ninth day of June, 1980, file in APGAR CHRISTIE, respectively. ) | Certify that the said corporation did. on the | holders. jae in my office tha 

deceased my office a duly executed and attested consent : > Twentieth day of June, 1960, file in my 159 CRESCENT AVENUE Cor} 

Pursuant to the order of DAVID H i writing to the dissolution of said cor- Take notice that the undersigned will | office a duly executed and attested consent] a corporation of this State, whose princins 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex. | poration. executed by all the stockholders to the Essex County Court, at the|/in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | office is situated at No. 240 West Fre 
this day made on the application of the| thereof. which sald consent and the record y Court House, Market and High | poration. executed by all the stockholders | Street, in the (¢ of Plainfie y 
undersigned, Executrix of said deceased.|]of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | Streets, Newark, New Jersey, on Monday, | thereof. which said consent and the record | Union, State of New “ 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of |}{n my said office as provided bv la ly 25th, 1960, at 10:00 o'clock in the |of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | Bunker being the agent t! " 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber. IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I] forenoon or as soon thereafter as counsel |{m my said office as provided by law. thereof, upon whom process 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and have hereto set my hand and af-j/can be heard, for a judgment authorizing IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I has complied with the requ nan 
demands against the estate of said deceased fixed my official seal. at Trenton James Christie MeGrath to assume the name have hereto set my hand and af- 14, Corporatoins, General » 
within aix months from this date, or they this Twenty-ninth day of June, | of James Christie, Lisa MacGrath to assume — ae ee — = utes of New Jersey prelimi b 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or| (Seal) A.D... one thousand nine hundre! | the name Lisa MacGrath Christie, Daunne (Seal) UD oe net d a bid ieee ing of this Certificate of Diss. - 
recovering the | — ee a. eae Christie MacGrath to assume the name | ‘"°™ grands one thousand nin indred and NOW THEREFORE. I ‘the ~ nee e 

DOROTHY R. MARIAN ; oN, Daunne MacGrath Christie and Janet Apgar Tye, . " Stat a ee 
FRANCIS J. TANSEY, Attorney Secretary of State McGrath ‘a8 assume the ‘pame Janet re yar alc IP Eee ak Siete of the Eiate of Bow Jere, De Bonty 
1960 fo. Ocknes Avenue . L.J.—Juiy 7, 14. 21 $93:00 1 os, st 2 en net SPs Secretary of State. Certify that the said corporation did, on th 
ee Christie. a y L.J.—Jnune 30, July 7, 14 $21.60 | Twenty-third day of June, 1% > in xy 
Newark, N J. Pea Sata Dated: June 24. 1960 JAMES CHRISTIE MCGRATH office a duly executed and attested conse: 
L.J.—June 16, 23, 30, July 7. 14 ESTATE OF CARMELA GIGLIO, Okin and ~<ngh ee ois sent ome in writing to the dissolution of said ex. 
deceased. Attorneys for Applican STA JERSEY rati t stockholde 
Dated: June 1, 1960 “Neeson to the order of DAVID 4H./| 744 Broad Street DEPARTMENT OF STATE as” Bg iy la og 

ESTATE OF MAE (C. PALARDY, deceased. | WIENER. Surrogate of the County of Basex, | Newark, New Jersey CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION of the proceedings aforesaid i aoe a all 

Pursuant to the order of DAVID H./ this day made on the application of the; L.J.—June 30, July 7, 14, 21 $30.24 | To all to whom these presents may come. | in my said office as provided A ‘ 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex,| undersigned, FExecntors of said deceased | Greeting: IN TESTIMONY WI! 
this y made, on the applieation of the] notice {s hereby given to the creditors of | ——— WHEREAS, It annears to my satisfaction have hereto set h 
indersigned, Administrator of said deceased. | «ald deveased to exhibit to the subscribers by dulv anthenticated record of the pmceed- 4 ” ee my ! 
notice is hereby given to the creditore of| under oath or affirmation. their claims can | NOTIC E that the undersigned will] ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof xed my ofMeial sea 
sai i deceased. to exhibit to the subscriber | demands against the estate of sald deceased | appl 1e Union County Court, Court] hv the nnantmous consent of all the stock- this Twenty-third hyp 

Jer oath or affirmation, their claime and] within six months from this date, or they) House ‘Plizabet, New Jersey on July 12, | holders. denosited in my office that (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine ‘ s 

: t the estate of sald deceased. | will be forever barred from prosecuting or| 1960 at 10:00 o'clock {n the forenoon, for M & A CONTRACTING CO and sixty. a 


f Daniel | % corporation of this State, whose principal EDWARD J. PATTEN 


Jem ¢ th 
to assume the names of 



















| 
ths from this date, or they| recovering the same against the subscribers. | nt J ] 
will tae ron prceaention 5 ii JOSEPHINE GAMBARONI s) line Marsh, Adrienne Marsh and office is situated at No. 591 Summit Avenne, Secretary ‘of State. ; 
recover iz same against the subscriber. JOSEPH GIGLIO j sb — in the City “4 Jersey City, County of Heteen. LJ.—June 30. July 7, 14 $2! 
THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITCTION | Rarptt N. DPI. DEO. Attornes | _ MOLINA Sone Gn sueue tena ab te aa ee, 
»>ATRIK J IAN, Attorney 1180 Raymond Boulevard ing © ager “ v 
ty Sash : mae :ATI XN, i rk 2. N.J | nfants by their parent npon whom process may be served) has State of New Jersey—Dept. of Ba nking and [asm 
a L.J.—June 30. July 7. 14, 21. 28 vatural guardian, complied with the requirements of Title 14 ance. Trenton, May 20, 1960 
“9 td »3. 30, July 7 eee ea alee saan Molina Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes Ington National Insurance Come any 
aeeare : aoe 1 Molina and of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing Evanston, in the State of III “slg 








STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CE ERTIF ICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
T to whom these presents may come 


nf thta Certificate of Diseolution. 

s NOW. THFREFORE. T. the Secretary of 

NCE PRIEDMAN Sn ok Go es ee 
! v1 MA? Certify that the said ecornoration did on the 


Department 3 sworn staten 
— its con 








SEL INE MOLINA, 
























1 t At laintiffs cant 13 ¢ Jun 8 { 
24 Twenty-third day of June, 1960, file In my 
ae fice a ily executed and attested consent eae 
Ne 3 ens ri 1 ‘ ‘ : aes 
4 L.J.—June 16, 23, 30, July 7 $13.86 |'D writing to the dissolution of said cor rs 
noration. executed bv all the stockholders } aes regs 
10r a 





Z thereof. which eald consent and the reeord suthe ; 
| . rage : yf the nroceedings aforesaid are now on file se and accel 
I THE MATTER OF THE ESTATE OF | 1p my aatd office ae nrovided bv law in accordan 
M. ANDRE WS, DECEASED. IN TESTIMONY WHERFEOF. 1 dition a 

E : TTLE MENT have hereto set mv hand and af such —- 











with law until May 
pusiness of said Co 
is shown as 








CONSTRUCTION, 


of th State, whose 






















OF AC a) 8 ad mv offictal eeal at Trenton = 
pacts daxaabsichacteeie HERE BY GIVEN that the Twenty-third dar f Inne, ar al $2 
S_ INSTITUTION nt of FIDEL ne thonsand nine hundred and 000.0 100.00;" 517 










ITY UNION | (Seal ; ; ) 
or of the sixty 514.26; Inco 


e for the year, $3 194,046.13; Die 
M FOWARD J PATTEN. bursemer 57.27 


Exec 
for the year, i 81 


& MALONEY, 





































































audited and Secretary of Atate. S WHEREOF. Lanaieel 
= Superior Court L.J.—Jnne 30, July 7. 14 $91.60] myn aixed my s renton, the 239 
June 9, 18, 28, 30, Jul : reported for. settles east yess fest shave weaiten, Clarke B- Bom 
z “NOW THEREFORE if New “Jersey, Chan- STATE OF NEW JERSEY ommussioner of Banking and ins e 
: = Do Hereby on the 2nd day DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
e ; 10: 00 A.M. at the CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
Newark, New Jersey. inns A whom thesac presents may come. 
1960 TrPETENG : State of New Jersey—Dept. of Bankin 
TRUST COMPANY WHEREAS. It annears to mv satisfaction nce. Trenton, May 20, 1960. W1 
ler hy duly anthenticated recom! of the nroceed- lin Life Insurance Company, located at * 
ecaitiiie inze for the voluntary dissolntion thereof g tee: sed i ‘ 
= resident in the State of Illinois, has filed i , 
the Last Will hv the unanimons consent of all the stock- statement by the pro ' 
ae J 0 ron holders. denosited {n_ my office that pects its maine fa P d 
S provide a ie aaa 2ENK REALTY CO., INC. showing Dece 
TE STIMONY WHEE =REOF. | Sa ee ® wuantan ak mae State cates princinal business for on ee eek Pes wat rae t 
Ri 1 & Scherer office is situated at No. 24 Commerce Street. spects with the laws o! ate sr os 
in th Te en now, therefore, I, Charles R. Howe! 
n ne City of Newark, County of — f Banki d I of the a 
S State of New Jenny (Locls K. Fiwe| Tice ds keeeenr aaa ' 
Sipe » New Jersey a on vq | Mine the agent therein and in charge Pe the a red ain fae! { 
AU, L.J.—June 30, July 7, 14, 21 $20.79 | nnen whom precese may be served). has authorized to transact its appr: ‘ = 
address ts 1351/8 eomnplied with the requirements of Title 14. life insurance in this State in scco q 
New Jersey, an answer Cornorations, General. of Revised Statntes bay May 1, ~— Pog ope 1 
z action, °18 - : ~ , of Now Jersey. preliminary to the issuing Company a e su ae 
and as Executor aes $21.60 PA pager — E o a ee ye of this Certfieste of Diesolntion shown as follows: Admitted assets : 
960, st 10 a.m., Evelyn Ingrid Coviello| Vow. THEREFORE. I. the Secretary of Liabilities, exeept capital and s “ 
oe 





Deceased, and STATE OF NEW po (nee Berg), will apply to the Essex Connty | state o¢ the State of New Jersey. Do Herehy 960.56; Paid-up capital, $18,028 





































5 P. WIND- DEPARTMENT OF STATE Court t S : 
’ ‘court, at the Court House, Newark, New | cortite that the etd eornoration did. on the all lisbilit: 821,17 
; CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Jersey, for a judgment authorizing her | Twenty-second day of June, 1960, file in my nso PB ngeng 184 oy alee 
| To ell to whom these oresents may come.|to assume the name of Pamela Ingrid] fice a duly exeented and attested consent $74,567 368.28. 
treeting Coviello (nee Berg 'n writing to the diasolntion of eald cor- IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I bsv I me 







aie Yeager It Peeps ae ocd —. S. Joseph Fortu on Attorney noration. execnted by all the stockholders my name spd affixed my seal, st 
| dy duly authentica seaaaetty Se 500 Brosd Street thereof, which sald consent and the record and year first above written. Charles 








































































ings for the voluntary diseolntion thereof | \. Ms 
+t . 1 ak. | Newark 2, N..d. of the nroreedings aforesaid are now on file Commissioner of Banking and nsursnce. 
| ae aan tnape SCR |r y—June 16, 23, 30, July 7 $8.19 | ‘7 my sald affice ae nrovided hy law ———— 
=a IMPBRIAL SILK COMPANY IN cc lade ft RMB cha : 
corporation of this State. whose principal nave ee ee een ae af- SUPERIOR COURT OF N 
used at No t 18th Street and NEW JERSEY SUPERIOR COURT sel a puadagbll ec RC: bigger CHANCERY DIVI 
a 3 Paterson, | CHANCERY DIVISION, ESSEX COUNTY this Twenty-second day of Jnne.| pEsEX COUNTY (Docket 
2, ty ms t : thet atten (Seal) A.D... one thousand nine hundred ; 
Pass: t New Jermey Docket +6760P aad utcke Civil Ac 
) creekon biker agent the rea | NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT enWARP J PATTEN NOTICE OF SETT! 
charge thereof. process | Notice is hereby given that the Second Secretary af Rtate 
with the | Intermeditae Account of the Subscriber, a8/ 7 y_oynno 30. July 7. 14 ¢21.69 | 12 the Matter of the Estate 
ms, Gen-| Trustee of the trust created under the ’ wit deiiag irs ts) 
New Jersey, | Eighteenth Article of the Last Will and AGNES ROCHE, an Inet 


of this Certificate ; Testament of E P. Earle, deceased for the Dated: June 3. 1960 
nD benefit of Olive Earle, will be audited and | ESTATE OF JOSEPH CUMMINGS also Notice is hereby given 
| “NOW. ‘THEREFORE I, the Secretary of | stated by the Clerk of the Court and report- known as JOSEPH CUMMING, JOSEPH | of the subscriber, Annie Doz 
| State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby | ed for settlement to the New Jersey Superior CUMMINS and JOSEPH CUMMIN, de-|of the person and property of 
| Certify that the eaid corporation did. on the | Court. Chance ry Division, at the Court ceased. an incompetent, of the CitF 
| Twenty-third day of June, 1960, file in my | House in the City of Newark, County of Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. WIEN- | Essex County, New Jersey, 
office a duly executed and attested consent | Essex, New Jersey, on Tuesday, the 12th | ER. Surrogate of the County of Essex. this /and stated by the Clerk 

day made on the application of the under- | Court of New Jersey and © 
Signed, Administratrix of said deceased, ment to the Superior Court 


thereof. which said consent and the record | the allowance of commissions and attorneys’ ee a» oa — Chancery Division, Essex 
' becriber. | 03rd day of August, 1960 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | foes 





| 
| 
| 
| 
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|im writing to the dissolution of said cor- | day of July, 1960. at 10 A.M.. and that 
poration. executed by all the stockholders | application will at that time be made for 


































| 
leans Street Newark New > |} in my said office as provided by law. “a . e under oath or affirmation, their claims and r 
gage 7 oe ork |’ IN TESTIMONY WHERBOF. 1! RE ia nesiaei demands against the estate of said deceased . hol — = gg = 
re mode defendants | heve hereto set my hand and af- rrr pany, within six months from this date. or they will Dare’ J ne 168 * 1960. a 
_ fi ah fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 55 Broad 8 ~ be forever barred from prosecuting or une wai DONOVAN. Gosrdias 
as beneficiaries a this Twenty-third day of June, = road Street Teeovering the same against the subscriber. wNIE “ 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine bundred|_ New York 15, N.Y. GRACE R. LEWIS EDWARD F. BRODERICK 
and sixty. Smith, Slingerland, Trauth & Holtz, JEROME J. SONNABEND, Attorney Attorney at Law 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. Attorneys for Accountant, e 1060 Broad Street 10 Park Place 
r Court i Becretary of tate. 744 Broad St., Newark 2, N. J. Newark 2. N. J. Morristown, N. J. - $2 
$42.84 L.J.—June 30, July 7, 14 $21.60 'L.J.—June 16, 28. 80, July 7 $21.42 'L.J.—Jnne 9, 16, 23, 30, July 7 L.J.—June 23, 30, July 7, 14 
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SHERIFF’S SALE 
Oe 
= COURT OF 
PHANCERY DIVISION, EOSEX 
com — KE 











T to me directed, 
by Public Vendue. 
YURT HOUSE, in Ne 

26th day 
Prevailing Time), 

parcel of land 
particularly described, 
n the City of Newark, 
—— 
NG in the westerly line 
a 2 point therein distant norther 
» feet from the 











ence running 
t: thence westerly an 
ter Avenue 100 feet 
| with North 7th 
terly parallel with Chester Avenue 
North 7th Street and 





New Jersey. 
t same 

one of the parties of 
from John Smith and 











(CHAN) D-12 
NEW 


T NO. F-1 


Max Epstein and John J. 


and Helmut Bi 


5, 


his wife, Bregman 
ration of New Jersey, 
and John Szumlicz, 


for Sale of 


the above 
I sh 
in Re 


of July, 
all t 
and 


Chester 
along 


same and 


as 670 North 7t 


premises con 


dated February 


n February 21, 195 
-e of the County of 
; of Deeds, page 178. 

yximate amount of the 
by said sale is the 
Three Hundred and T! 


Defendants. 


stated writ of 


northwesterly 
North 7th 


; thence 
Street 25 feet; 


J ERSEY 


012 
_ 
schof and 
& Lehrer, 
John 


Mortgaged 


all expose 
0m «62-16, 
wark, on 
next, at 
he follow- 





Essex 


of North 





d parallel 
south- 

place of 
h Street, 


veyed to 
the first 


Mary 
18, 1256, 
6, in the 
Essex in 


Judgment 
sum of 


irty- 








SUPERIOR 








HANCERY 


a New Jersey corporation, 
ze Fischer, 


o me directed, 
me blie 





T 
26th 
¥ 





described, 
Essex Crunty, N 





nd parallel with the 
Street: 














roximate amount of the 
1 by said sale is 





. New Jersey, 
IL G. DUFFY 





and Twenty-Six Cents ($9,- 
ether with the costs of this 
y Jersey, June 20, 1960. 
IL G. DUFFY, Sheriff. 
& RUDENSTEIN, Attorne; 
, July 7, 14, 21 
SHERIFF'S SALE 
(CHAN) D-128 
COURT OF NEW JERSEY 
DIVISION, ESSEX 
DOCKET NO. F-1653-59 
“Arrow Savings and Loan Associ- 
Plaintiff 


widower, 
for Sale of 


the above stated 


Vendue, 
HOUSE, in 
day of Jul 
iling Time), a 
and premises 
situa 









on the westerly 


t at a point 175 feet southerly 


ariy line of a Street called 
as laid out on a map of 
Newark, thence westerly 100 
ss on a line at right ang'es 


et to the 
way 25 feet 
along the easterl 


thence 


to the 
ce northerly 


of Oraton Stree 


» of BEGINNING. 
ly known and desigr 


, Newark, New 


and 
3s and occupants, 


easements of record, 
ts as would be revealed by an 
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easterly 
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d taxes, the legal effect 
nances and other ay 
Federal reg 


Judgment 
the sum of 
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and Seventy-Seven 
gether with the 
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next 
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Jersey. 


able 
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if any, 
if any, 





id Forty- 
Cents 
costs of 


960. 











Dat 
THOMAS R. 





or affirmation, 
st the estate of said 
nths from this date, 
barred from prosecuting or 
4 game against the subscriber. 
MARY E, MANGIERI 
2, Attorney 

e Avenue 


30, July 7, 


Goldberg & Weiss, Atti orney 
July 7, 14, 21 $39. 69 
ed: June 17, 1960 
CADIZ, deceased 


the order of DA 


rogate of the County of Essex, 
mn the application of the un- 


Stratrix of said 
given to the 
exhibit to 


14, 21 


creditors of 
the subscriber, 
their claims and 


VID H. 


deceased, 


deceased 
or they 





being made to the 
Esq., as attorney fi 
judgment to assume 
the entry of an Order fixing 
rearing thereof: 
9th day of June, 
e 26th day of 
the forenoon, or 
@ matter can be he 
i of El 
State of New Jerse 
and place for the hearing 
objections 






rnal 
weeks once in ea 
Set for the hearing. 
Carroll W. Hopki 





7 Glen Bodewaldt, 
Daryl 


COUNTY OOURT 


_ Civil Action 
JER FIXING 


DAY 
HEARING 
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July, 
the City 
m and of any 
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be published in 
for four time 


J. 


July 7, 14, 21 


FOR 


Court by 
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notice of 
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or Robert 
another 


1960 
1960 at 
as soon 
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abeth, 
y, be 





the New 
s during 
ch week 








/ that the undersign 
f veer County 


ersey on Monday, 


0) A M. fora judgment authoris- 
infant to assume 
and Rose 


Glen Morell 
_to assume the 





Daryl Glen Bodewaldt 
Rose Marte 
and Been: Marie Bodewaldt 


Bodewaldt 


FW 


oe 16, 2B, 30, July 7 





Court 


C.C. 
$23.31 
ed will 
House, 

July 11, 


name of 


are OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPAKTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whem these presents may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 


by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders. deposited in my office that 
INTERSTATE OIL PORT, INC. 


a@ corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 24 Commerce Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Esscx, 
State of New Jersey (Bernard Mindes 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-fourth day of June, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
this Twenty-fourth day of June, 
A.D., one thousand nine hundred 


and sixty. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State. 
L.J.—June 30, July 7, 14 


(Seal) 


$21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPAR OF ‘ATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the p 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

GROSS DISTRIBUTING CORP. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 1060 Broad Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Reuben P. Gold- 
stein, being the agent therein and in 
charge thereof, upon whom process may be 
served), has complied with the requirements 
of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Revised 
Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Third day of June, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proeeedings aforesaid are now on fle 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 

hand and af- 
at Trenton, 
June, A.D., 
hundred and 


have hereto set my 

fixed my official seal, 

this Third day of 
(Seal) one thousand nine 

sixty 

EDWARD J. a 

Secretary of Stat 





L.J.—June 16, 23, 30, vale 7 $28.35 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To ali to whom these 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 

by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 

ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

ESSEX OLL OORP. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 

office is situated at No. 24 Commerce Street, 

in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 

State of New Jersey (Bernard Mindes 

Delug the agent bo sage = in charge thereof. 


presents may come 


upon whom process be served). has 
complied with the An en of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 


of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-second day of June, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which eaid consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law 

TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
this Twenty-second day of June, 


(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 

L.J.—June 30, July 7, 14 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whom these presents may come 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, denosited in my office that 
ORBIT MANUFACTURING CO. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 15 Main Street, in 
the City of Hackensack, County of Bergen, 
State of New Jersey (Richard Nussbaum 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title J4 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-fourth day of June, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are — on file 
in my said office as provided by 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 


fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
this Twenty-fourth day of June, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—June 30, July 7. 14 $21.60 





Dated: June 24, 1960 
ESTATE OF ALMA KLINGELBERGER, 


deceased. 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID 4H. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the Oounty of Essex, 


this day made om the application of the under- 
signed, Executor of said deceased, notice is 
hereby given to the creditors of said deceased 
to exhibit to the subscriber, under oath or 
affirmation, their claims and demande against 
the estate of said deceased within six months 
from thie date, or they will be forever barred 
from prosecuting or recovering the same 
against the subscriber. 

WILLIAM F. NIES 

WILLIAM F. NIES, Attorney 

80 Mulberry. Street 





$11.97 


Newark 2, N. J. 
L.J.—June 80, July 7, 14, 21, 28 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
ee, to whom these presents may come 


0: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
iuxs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous ——— of all the stock- 
as deposited in office that 

ATIONAL IRON "WORKS, INC. 
a umuetana of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 24 Branford Place, 
in the City of Newark. County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (George R. Handler 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
apon whom process may be served), has 
‘omplied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
sf New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
vf this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Fourteenth day of June. 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
vf the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 





have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Fourteenth day of June, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—June 23, 30, July 7 $21.60 
Dated: June 15, 1960 
ESTATE OF JOSEPH GIUNTA, deceased 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 


WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made on the application of the un- 
dersigned, administrator ec.t.a. of said de- 
ceased, notice is hereby given to the creditors 
of said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, 
under oath or armation, their claims and de- 
mands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
wili be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 
THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
W. Eugene San Filippo, Attorney 
744 Broad Street 
Newark 2, N. 


J. 
L.J.—June 23, 30, July 7, 14, 21 


Da ted: June 6, 
VALENTINU FAENZA, 





1960 
ESTATE OF 

deceased. 

Frursuaut to the order of DAVID H. WIEN- 
ER, Surrugate of the County of Essex, this 
day made on the application of the under- 
signed, Executors of said deceased, notice is 
hereby given to the creditors of said deceased 
to exhibit to the subscribers. under oath or 
attirmation, their claims and demands against 
the estate of said deceased within six months 
from this date. or they will be forever barred 
frem prosecuting or recovering the same 
against the subscribers. 

CARMELLA FAENZA 
THE NATIONAL STATE BANK OF 
ELIZABETH, N. J. 

GORDON, MACKENZIE & W ELT, 
Attorneys 
1143 E. Jersey Street 
Elizabeth, N. J. 


L.J.—June 16, 23, 30, July 7, 14 





Dated: June 9, 1960 
ESTATE OF ANNE SAMSON, deceased. 
Pureuant to the order of DAVID H. 
WIENER, Surrogate of tue County of Essex, 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of said 
deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, 
under oath or affirmation, their ciaims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
Within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 
DAVID BROMBERG 
JAMES P. LORDI, Attorney 
11 Hill Street 
Newark 2, N. J. 
L.J.—June 16, 23, 30. July 7, 14 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
EPARTMENT OF STATE 
OERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 





WHEREAS, It appears to my eatisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

THE MONAROH ELECTRICAL 

SUPPLY C©U., INC. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office ig sitaated at No. 17 Academy Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Bernard Freedman 
being the agent therein and in charge therev!, 
upon whom procese may be served), bas 
complied with the requirements ef Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Kevised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 





NOW THEREFORE, |, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Lo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Thirteenth day of June, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of tne proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 


have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
this Thirteenth day of June, 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—June 23, 30, July 7 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereot 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
CARLIL CORP. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 456 Sylvan Avenue, 
in the Borough of Englewood Cliffs, County 
of Bergen, State of New Jersey (Lillian F. 
Morrissey being the agent therein and in 
charge thereof, upon whom process may be 
served), has complied with the requirements 
of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Revised 
Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Lo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Sixteenth day of June, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on Mle 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 








ated: June 1, 1960 
ESTATE OF KAROLING R. CAIRNS, 

deceased 

Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made, on the application of the 
undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber, 
undex gath or affirmation, their claims and 


within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 


recovering the same against the subscriber. 
THE HOWARD SAVINGS a. 
STEELMAN, LAFFERTY, ROWE 


McMAHON, Attorneys 
24 Commerce Street 


Newark 2, N. J. 
L.J.—June 9, 16, 23, 30, July 7 





tate oi New Jersey—Dept. of Bauking and iusur- 
ance. Trenton, May 20, 1960. Whereas, The North 
American Life Insurance Company of Chicago, |o- 
cated at Chicago, in the State of Illinois, oe filed 
in this Department a sworr. statement by the prop 
er officers thereof, showing its condition on Decem- 
ber 31, 1959, and business for the year and has 
complied i in all respects with the _ of this State 
applicable to it; now, therefore, I, Charles 
Howell, Commissioner of Banking ‘and Insurance of 
the State of New Jersey, do hereby certify that 
said Company is duly authorized to transact its 
appropriate business of life and accident and health 
insurance in this State in accordance with law until 
May 1, 1961. The condition and business of said 
Company at the date of such statement, is shown 
follows: Admitted assets, $50,323,018.94; Liabil- 
ities, except capital and surplus, $46,055, 437.61; 
Paid-up capital, $1,653,750.00; Surplus over all line 
bilities, $2,613,831.33; Income for the year, $10,- 
= _ 48; Disbursements for the year, $7, 706,- 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set 
my name and affixed my seal, at Trenton, the day 
and vear first above written. Charles R. How 
Commissioner of Banking and Insurance, 





State of New Jersey—Dept. of Banking and Insur- 
ance. Trenton, May 20, 1960. Whereas, The State 
Farm Mutual Automobile Insurance Company, lo- 
cated at Bloomington, in the State of Illinois, hag 
in this Department a sworn statement by the 
per officers thereof, showing its condition on 
ae 31, 1959, and business for the year and 
has complied i in all respects with the laws of this 
State applicable to it; now, therefore, I, Charles R. 
Howell, Commissioner of Banking and Insurance 
of the State of New Jersey, do hereby certify that 
Company is duly authorised to transact its 
appropriate business of automobile liability, prop- 
erty damage and physical damage insurance in this 
State in accordance with law until May 1, 1961. 
The condition and business of said Company at the 
date of such statement, is shown as follows: Admit- 
ted assets, $567,899, 139.83; Liabilities, except cap- 
ital and nd Surplus $411,779,515.45; Guaranty 
‘50,000.00; Surplus over all liabilities, $155, 369,- 
624.38; Income for the year, $469,113,488.14; Dis 
bursements for the year, _ 25.68. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF I have hereunto set 
my name and affixed my seal, at Trenton, the da 
and year first above written. Charles R. Howell 
Commissioner of Banking and Insurance, 





3 


© 
State of New Jersey—Dept. of Banking and Insur- 
= Ff anon poy foe 1960. | weeny The Conti- 
—-. located at Chicago, in 
te St Ghats of of I Illinois, has filed in this Department a 
sworn statement by the Po officers thereof, 
showing ite condition on ber 31, 1959, and 
business for the year and has complied i in all re 
specte with the laws of this State applicable to it; 
now, therefore, I, Charles R. Howell, Commissioner 
of Bi and Insurance of the State of New 
Jersey, do hereby certify that said Company is duly 
authorized to transact its appropriate businees of 
life and accident and health insurance in this ‘State 
in accordance with law until May 1, 1961. The con- 
dition and business of said Company’ at - date of 
such statement, is shown as follows: Admitted 
assets, $659,240,063.67; Liabilities, ple. eapital 
pm surplus, —— 831.67; Paid-up capital, $10, 
020,945.00; Surplus liabilities, $57,002,- 
287.00; Income for “the year, $219,030,541.22; 
Disbursements for the year, $152,089,740.71. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set 
my name and affixed my seal, at —— = day 
and year first above written. Charles R. 
j of ing and =. 





Mate of New Jersey—Dept. of Banking and Ine 
ance. Trenton, May 20, 1960. Whereas, The Stat 
Farm Life Insurance Company, located at Bloom 
ington, in the State of Illinois, has filed in this De 
partment a sworn statement by the proper officers 
thereof, showing its condition on ber 31, 
1959, and business for the year and has complied iz 
al] respects with the laws of this State appli 
it; now, therefore, i, Charies R. Howe 
sioner of Banking ani Insurance of the State of 
New Jersey, do berey certify that said Company 
is duly authorized tc transact its appropriate Pus 
ness of life insurance in this State in accordance 
with law — bd 1, 1961. The condition and 
business of said pag 3 andy bm at the om of such state- 
ment, is shown as fo ted assets, $136,- 
957,160.09; Liabiliti poe capital and surplus, 
$163,927,965.22; Paid-up capital, $3,000,000.00; 
Surplus over all liabilities, $20, 029,194.87; Income 
for the year, ome 7 751.21; Disbursements for the 


in’tre a 
WHEREOFP, I have hereunto set 
wy en ae aya bay ge | 
Soo Hi 





State of New Jersey— Dept. of Banking and Insure 
ance. Trenton, May 20, 1960. Whereas, The Mus 
tual Trust Life Insurance Company, located at 
Chicago, in the State of Illinois, pos “filed in this 
Department a sworn statement by the proper of ic» 
ers thereof, showing its condition on December 31 
1959, and business for the year and has com ed 
pape Somer with the laws of this State applicable 
to it; now, orelores I, Charles R. Howell, Com 
missioner of B; Insurance of the State i. 
New Napeer eobe do foae certify that said Com: 
is duly authorised to transact its appropriate hn 
ness of life insurance in this State in se 
with law until May 1, 1961. The condition and 
business of said Company at the date of such state 
ment, is shown as follows: Admitted assets, aa - 
299,915.07; Liabilities, except capital and surp 
$183,632,201.86; — over all lisbi ities, § $17 
667 713.21; baer me for the hope = 912,909. OO 
ta for the ~~, $21,788,510.73. 
IN WITNESS WHERE ny Sonate os 
my name and affixed my ak A Trenton, the day 
and year first above written. Charles R. Howelly 
Commissioner of Banking and Insurance 





TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will 
apply to the Union County Court on the 
19th day of July, 1960 at 10:00 o'clock 
A.M. at the Court House, Elizabeth, New 
Jersey for a judgment authorizing them to 
assume the names of Joseph Venti, Joseph 
Anthony Venti, Charles Venti, Barbara 
Venti, and Margaret Venti. 
GUISEPPE VENTIMIGLIA, 
and as natural guardian for 
JOSEPH ANTHONY VENTIMIGLIA, 
CHARLES VENTIMIGLIA, BARBARA 
VENTIMIGLIA, minors, and 
MARGHERITA VENTIMIGLIA, his wife 
ANTHONY E. RUSSO 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 


individually, 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

reeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 





demands against the estate of said deceased | 


by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
bolders, deposited in my office that 
300 JELLIFF CORP. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 17 Academy Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (William S. Myers 
being the agent therein and in charge ‘hereof, 
yon whom process may be served), has 

vmplied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the ‘issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
(ertify that the said corporation did, on the 
Fifteenth day of June, 1960, file in my 
office a du.v executed and attested consent 
in writing to che dissolution of said cor- 
coration. executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of ihe proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my sain dive as provided by law. 

'N  VESTIMONY WHEREOF I 





nav sereto set my hand and af- 
fixe «wy official seal, at Trenton, 
this Fifteenth day of June, 
(Seal) one thousand nine nundred and 
sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary ef State. 
L.J.—June 23, 30, July 7 $21.60 
Dated: June 13, 1960 


ESTATE OF ROBERT BROWN, deceased. 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executrix of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 
BEULAH LANE 
LOUIS S. COHEN, Attorney 

17 Academy Street 
Newark 2, N 


L.J.—June 16, 23, 30, July 7, 14 





STATE OF NEW — 
DEPARTMENT OF STA 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come. 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

KUSCH REALTY CORP. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 169 Clinton Place, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (William Kulis 
veiug the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corpurations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Seventh day of June, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are ate on file 
in my said office as provided by 

TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 14 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 





this Seventh day of June, 
(Seal) A.D.. one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—June 23, 30, July 7 $21 6° 
Dated: June 10, 1%" 
ESTATE OF MARTHA R. MacEVOY, 
deceased. 
Pursuant to the order of DAVI!) a 


WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Esser, 
this day made on the application of the 


undersigned, Executor of said deceased. notice 
is hereby given to the creditors of said 
deceased to exhibit to the subscriber onder 


oath or affirmation, their claims and demands 
against the estate of said deceased within 
six months from this date, or they will be 
forever barred from prosecnting or recovering 
the same against the subscriber. 

CARL GOEHRINGER 
STEIN, STEIN & HUGHES, Attorneys 
1143 E. —? Street 
Elizabeth, N 
L.J.—June ie 23. 80, July 7, 14 





COTRT 
COUNTY 


NEW JERSEY SUPERIOR 
CHANCERY DIVISION, ESSEX 
Docket 2&760P 








NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT 

Notice is hereby given that the Second 
Intermediate Account of the subscriber, as 
TruStee of the trust created under the Six- 
teenth Arti of the Last Will and Testa- 
ment of Ellis P. Earle, deceased, for the 
benefit of Helen E. Johnston, will be audited 
and stated by the Clerk of the Court and 
reported for settlement 2 the New Jersey 
Superior Court, Chancery Division, at the 






Court House in the City of 






of Essex, New Jersey, on Tuesday, 
day of July, 1960, at 10 A.M., ane 
application will at that time be made for 
the allowance of commissions and attorneys’ 
fees 
Dated: June 10, 1960 
fact rs Trust Company, 
Smit! h & Holtz, 
Att eys Accountant, 
744 Broad St., Newark 2, N.J 


L.J.—June 16, 23, 30, July 7 $21.42 





NEW JERSEY SUPERIOR COURT 
CHANCERY DIVISION, ESSEX COUNTY 
Docket =6760P 
NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT 
Notice is hereby given that the Second 
Intermediate Account of the subscriber, as 
Trustee of the trust created under the 
Tenth Article of the Last Will and Testa- 
ment of Ellis P. Earle, deceased, for the 
benefit of Theodore L. Earle, will be audited 
and Stated by the Clerk of the Court and 
reported for settlement to the New Jersey 
Superior Court, Chancery Division, at the 
Court House in the City of Newark, County 
of Essex, New Jersey, on Tuesday, the 12th 
day of July, 1960, at 10 A.M., and that 
application will at that time be made for 
the allowance of commissions and attorneys 

fees. 
Dated: June 10, 1960 
Manufacturers Trust 
Trustee 
55 Broad Street 
New York 15, N.Y. 
Smith, Slingerland, Trauth & Holtz 


Company, 





969 Stuyvesant = 
Union, New Jerse: 





fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Sixteenth day of June, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine bundred 
and ‘sixty. 
Frid von J. PATTEN. 
etary of State. 
i:scmueee 23, 30, July 7 $21.60 


L.J.—June 23, "30, July 7, 14 $14.49 


Attorneys for Accountant, 
744 Broad St., Newark 2, N. J 


L.J.—June 16, 23, 30, July 7 $21.42 
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Bankruptcies | 1960 Term Se 


ssion Openings 





ae La aise eta | SUPREME COURT OF 


COLLINGSWOOD Korner Kiddie 1op In 

































berland, Gloucester, Hunterdon 


corporations 


h new and old ewe ak 


with exclusive self-fili 


are a ne “hits” wit 


YOU GET 
* Stotk oad Transfer ledger 
= O Corporete Desk Seo 
= 3 ring Minute Book with Booster 
“* Bookof Beatuifully lithographed 
Steck Certificates 
OPTIONAL 
* Printed Minvtes at $1.00 


* Gold Lettering on all Books 
et $1.06 
* Pocket Seol at $1.25 


*reinforced drawer 


$2.00 additional 


& HANDSOME OVIAT 
QUALITY MADE TO ENDURE, 
*& Shipped prepaid 

within hours? 
*® Sealin your 

office in a day! 


ANOTHER — ALL-STATE — IMPROVEMENT 


EXTRA at NO INCREASE in price 


— 


=x 





tra Heavy Indestructible Lift Top Box 


ALL-STATE orrice suppty co. 


$02 HIGH STREET, NEWARK 2,.N.3. + MARKET 4-5577 


oases Collingswood Invol.:| ORDERED that the September, | 
refr. L.T. & F.; solr. Epstein & F 6-20. | : 
EDGEW AT! R Yacht Ba n Ine., 980 River | January and May Stated Sessions 
« “lgev e ‘hap . Iiah S668 Fy ” 2] 
5023. amwte $HV1 12214: retr, Lt & | Of the Superior and County Courts | 
F.; solr, Consodine, C, & F.; 7-1 for the 1960 Term will commence 
FREEMAN, Samuel, tnd. & t/a Pedl-Tred | 3 3 : 
Shoes. 100 Gumnit Av Newark: vol.:|in the various counties on the 
lab, $16,780.52; assets $13.650: refr.| days and at the times indicated: 
Ba, @e.s. ote Seymour J. Solomon; | Ser “ptember 7. 1960 at 10:00 A.M 
6-28 | ‘ é ° . ‘ 
"Ea ae ee sees a’ in Atlantic, Bergen, Camden, 
ewe! wo: ab. 899. + «ass + 
$500.: refr. L-T.& F.: solr. Lecnatd H_| Essex, Hudson, Mercer, Middle- 
Sa vad 6-27 sex, Monmouth, Morris, Passaic 
HUBBARD, Everett I., Jr., 181 Spring St., . ” P 
Newton; vol.: Mab. $3,557.17: assets and Union Counties 
Sooo; mete. L.A F.; sole. Dolan & D. 5) September 7, 1960 at 2:00: PA./ 
KRUIMER, Anne © thattan ‘I in Burlington, Cape May and| 
Dument: vol Hal 191.64 Y.Y. ‘ joc 
9650: rete. L.T.8.; solr. Sidney Siau-|_ Ocean Counties | 
son; 6-30 September 8, 1960 at 10:00 A.M. | 
“ — Samet, at Names ver.) in Cumberiand, Gloucester 
$550; refr. L.T.& F.; solr. Sidney Slau Hunterdon and Warren Coun- 
son 6-30 : 
ae , . , tles 
LUCA, Dominick J., 451 9th Ave., Paterson: | 
‘ Hiab, $85,800.09; assets $772.80: | September 8, 1960 at 2:00 P.M. | 
ek eee te eee See eee in Salem, Somerset and Sussex 
MANUBI Michael G 9 Van Dyke Rd Counties 
Waldwic ol I $ 213.7 . > s : 
See ene et soos! Sanmary 5, 2001 at 10:00 AD. in 
dreenberg : 6-29 Atlantic, Bergen, Camden, Es- 
MORTIMER, Julia PD, 167 Ablett Village a p . _— 
eakaon =. ont ‘Ei 486: aucote ESS sex, Hudson, Mercer, Middlesex, 
refr, LT. & I \ y M. Rezich Monmouth, Morris, Passaic and 
fat T ‘ % 
PEERY, George, 849 8. 18th St., Newar Union Counties 
agg = refr. LT. & Fo; solr. Bernard | January 3, 1961 at 2:00 P.M. in 
3 arest Oot ‘ 
REISSMAN, Nathaniel (Nat), S96-B Rive Burlington, Cape May and 
Ra Teaneck Hab, $29. 108.04 Ocean Counties 
assets $1,050; refr. L.T. & F solr. Sey 4 
mour J. Solomon: 6-28 January 4, 1961 at 10:00 A.M. in 
SCOT AKO, To E St ee Wood Cumberland, Gloucester, Hun- 
ects $6,850: 1 L.T.&F.; solr, Robt terdon and Warren Counties 
TBs gh Phat a et January 4, 1961 at 2:00 P.M. in 
’ ab, $10,604. assets Salem, Somerset and Sussex 
see aes ‘ _ Counties 
SETTLE, Beatrice H is, B25 1 May 1, 1961 at 10:00 A.M. in At- 
ee ee eae ati F lantic, Bergen, Camden, Essex, 
Se: 6-30 Hudson, Mercer, Middlesex, 
; i = : 7 ek6 208.SD : Monmouth, Morris, Passaic and 
$757.8 r &F.; solr. Lonis I Union Counties 
eae Sr: 479 Storing | May 1, 1961 at 2:00 P.M. in Bur- 
de Wy gel eR img Ride lington, Cape May and Ocean 
aoe “Counties 
: Sr. 9 Aspen Pl, 1 May 2, 1961 at 10:00 A.M. in Cum- 
u Y s 4 


single practitioners, 


and Warren Counties 
May 2, 1961 at 2:00 P.M. in Salem, 
Somerset and Sussex Counties 
/s/ JOSEPH WEINTRAUB, 
C. J. 
| Dated: July 1, 1960 


Rule VA Can Stop 
Payments To Veteran 
Who Assisted Enemy 


WASHINGTON (ACCN) A 
panel of three federal judges re- 
cently ruled 2 to 1 that Robert 
| G. Thompson could be denied vet- 
erans’ payments for a World War 


,| II disability because he spoke out 
jagainst U.S. intervention § in 
Korea. 


The 44-year-old holder of the 
| Distinguished Service Cross was 
| stricken with tuberculosis in New 
Guinea and for this was given a 
monthly compensation of $150. 

Thompson, whe is an official of 
the Communist party, was con- 
victed in 1949 of conspiring to ad- 
vocate the overthrow of the gov- 
ernment by force. Later he made 
speeches and wrote against the 
U.S. role in the Korean war. 

In 1955 the Veterans Adminis- 
tration ended his monthly disabil- 


ity allowance on the grounds he 
had aided an enemy. 
Judges Alexander Holtzoff and 


Richmond B. Keech upheld the 
| VAs action under a Statute pro- 
viding for the stopping of such 
payments when there is “satisfac- 
tory evidence” that the recipient 
was guilty of assisting an enemy 
of the US. 

Judge Charles Fahy, in his dis- 
sent, held that the statute was in 
violation of the First Amendment | 
guarantee of free speech. 


Thumbnail Sketch Of 
Average Illinois 
Lawyer 


CHICAGO (ACCN)—What is “av- 
Illinois Lawyer like? Does 
run a one-man office or does 
he work in a law firm? Does he 
specialize, or he engaged in 
general practice? How old is he? 

Daniel J. Cantor, of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., whose firm recently 
conducted a statewide survey for 
the Illinois State Bar Association, 
told lawyers attending the 84th 
annual ISBA convention in Wau- 
kegan Wednesday afternoon that 

‘average’ Chicago lawyer “is 
40 to 45 years old, practices in a 
two-man firm, is a specialist al- 
though he does not spend all of 
his working time on his special- 
ty’ and puts in a 40 hour week. 

The downstate “average” law- 
ver also 40 to 45 years old. 
He “practices in a two-man firm 
located in a County seat with a 
population of 20,000 to 50,000 per- 
sons, is not a specialist’ and also 
spends about 40 hours a week at 
the job, Cantor said. 

Cantor, who is head of Daniel 
J. Cantor & Company, manage- 
ment consultants, said almost 
half of all Illinois lawyers re- 
sponded to the survey which was 
conducted to determine the eco- 
nomic status of the legal profes- 
sion. 

The survey showed that the 
“average” Chicago lawyer had 
net annual earnings of $13,000, no 
supplementary income, and an 
overhead of about 35 per cent. In 
comparison, the “average” down- 
state lawyer had net annual 
earnings of $11,600 with no sup- 

plementary income and an over- 
head of 33 per cent of gross in- | 
come. 

“Lawyers in large firms have | 
higher incomes, on the average, 
than those in smaller firms or 
principally 
e they have more charge- 
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he 
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Seeking Information? Confidential Investigation 
Call Eliz. 2-2151 or Eliz 2-3359 
Licensed and Bonded Established 1935 
"DOMESTIC CASES OUR SPECIALTY” 
CIVIL CRIMINAL - DIVORCE 


HANUS NATIONAL 
DETECTIVE AGENCY 


(Round the clock 24 hour service) 
1143 East Jersey St., Elizabeth 4, N. J. 











es 


CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 
EMPLOYMENT WANTED _ 








In answering any box ads, 
address answers to: 








































experience desired. CLA 338. 


and salary 





| PRIVATE OFFICE AND SPACE FOR a a0 





IN 


































| ATTORNEY DESIRING OWN OFFICE retary. alr conditioned. 10 Commerce ¢ 
association with growing trial firm in| gnite 313 Mitchell 83-7111 ce Conr, 
Newark Must be willing to be on his own a a 
and handle cases on per case basis Air| FOR RENT ROOM IN 
conditioned private office available at very Suite 1309, 60 Park Pl., Ne 
low rent, © L A 365. J ors. . 
ACTIVE “BE RGEN COUNTY LAW FIRM | PROFESSIONAL OFFICES, 
d . experienced trial will alter to suit lee 
att and future. State | al portation; Janitor and elevate & 
age nee. OLA 369 ic y Arb Realty © Ir 8B Now 
| - tre Elizabeth, NS J 
cab ATTORNEY, FULL “TIME, ——_ nineties ee 
| *xperience vreferred, salary $10,000 to | 

$15 5,000 W rite to Borough of Fair Lawn FOR SALE 

c/o Borough Clerk, 115 Plaza Rd. North, ————————_ 
Fair Lawn, N. J FOR SALE 


ly ah omplete Set Law and Equity 




















I AW CLERK IMME DIATE OPENING Complete set Atlantic Reporters 
| active law office, Ocean County. Answe | Complete set Corpus Juris Secund 1m 

cl \ S771 7 All books in excellent condition 

= nies —_——— ae Ullrick & Sor 
| WANTED—EXPERIENCED LEGAL STEN- 387 Plymouth Rad., N.J 
ographer for three girl office in Passaic, ~ aaah ee 
N. J. Pleasant, congenial atmosphere. Tele : FOR 8S AL E 

phone PRescott 3-0400 Atlantic Reporter co’ f i 

= > i. = diana date for J , 
EXPERIENCED, ENERGETIC AND ABLE | N-J.8.A. complete to date 
attorney wanted for active trial firm in| [wo office desks and sectional book case 

Passaic County. Excellent opportunity for CHARLES WM. KAPIPDs 
uivancement. CLA New phor DAvis 7-5569 
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ATTORNEY, YOUNG, COUNTY, SE RV ICES FOR LAWYERS 
full time. No experience necessary. Must 
be willing to work. OLA 37 ————— 
ye ne 1 ee. ere | CITATIONS of cases in point furalabed 
LAW STUDENT OR YOUNG ATTORNEY | | $15 Der point; emergency or excerpting 
- services extra 
willing to do some investigating, search- Sam Weiss 
ing Chance for aggressive man to get 149 Scotland Rd 
extensive experience. CLA 376 Orange, N.J : 
iat ome - CY ORange 6-012 
EXCELLENT OPPORTUNITY. FOR AD . ° 















ABSENT 


of 


GENEALOGY HEIRS “AND 
fendants located; affidavit 


ie 4 
inquiry mp 


}m plied. Low fees. Excellent references. Fr 
B. Handlon, 243 Greylock Parkway, Bes 
ville 9. N. J. Tel PLymouth 9-4169 








HANDW RITING & 
| qualified examiner: 





_w ANTE D, FOR y 
1 Newark. Call MArket 2 


DOCUMENT EXPE? 
expert teatimeny { 





5070 















































antl iatochs trated. Hanna F. Sulner, 35-30 
EMPL OYMENT WANTED | Jackson Heights 72, N.Y¥.6. ILiz 
HANDWRITING EXPERT PX AMIS 
EXECUTIVE SECRETARY: MANY YEARS | - sputed documents. J. Howar 
xneriet Estate, T . Corporat ing | 15 ark Row, New Y 38, N 
Negligence Is. LLB. Rutgers. Good skills 7-877 3. Res. Tel. New N.J 
HU §-295 a ae Eee 
TITLE SEARCHER AVAILABLE TO Mall 
a —————— —————= | searches in Union, Essex, Morrie, Middiese 
- nting eaj | Monmouth and Somerset Counties, Commaziy 
able practice, Cantor said. | Abstract Co., 433, West Sth ave. Boma 
“Firms grow because as the prac- | CH_5-0488 
tice increases, additional mem- |} ITALIAN LAW FOR ASS! 
} legal matters in Italy, ing 
bers are added to take care of it.” | snthigo DP Agostino, TORd Bivona Re 
Cantor added: ark - MArket 3-702 









































“y_ hie 7 rare 
1- More Chicago lawyers are | Ww ANTED TO PURCHASE 
specialists than anywhere in the = EEE oe 
state. WE ARE INTERESTED IN A 
—More Chicago lawyers prac- | teza finder's f 
Pad Ne 
tice in larger firms than else- | \°5 
where in the state.” ae 
The handling of estates and é Lom a 
7 ° é omp ete On € 2¢ 
personal inj ury lawsuits consti- ey ee 
s the S ss es Hoe 
tut tne largest source of the LEGAL RGR AD HIME 
“ave pasa lawyer's income. SERVICE 
Cantor, referr ing to statistics 1180 | Raymond Blvd., Newark N.J 
showing the legal profession has Mimeographing — Secré ; 
fallen behind other white-collar MI 3-4272 
professions, aeaianie that of |f DorotHy Gapriner WA 6- 
medicine, in income, stated that 
“Few law firms in Illinois are 
prepared for the management re- CREDIT REPORTS: 
quirements of the 1960’s He 
said that “For the average lawyer, NEW JERSEY BUREAUS 
his ability to manage his activi- |] WILLIAM C. FAY, General Menage | 
ties and office may determine as MAIL: Box 643, Newark 1, M2 | 
well the success tks. rofes- PHONE: MUrdock 8-5444 
vOut te § iccess Of Al protes WIRE: Union, N. J. 
sional practice. 











Preferred By Lawyers Over 30 Years 
For Our Unique Personal Service 


Faw yes -Clinton 


TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 


OF NEW JERSEY 
Organized by N.J. Lawyers « Operated for N.J. Lawyer? 


Title Insurance Agencies In 
FREEHOLD @ Morristown @ New Brunswick 
PATERSON @ ‘Toms RivER @ TRENTON 


15 MARKET ST. NEWARK, N. J. Mitchell 2-78’ 
BERGEN COUNTY OFFICE: 65 HUDSON ST., HACKEN>4°* 








z ATTORNEY, ADMITTED NY. PS, 
New Jersey Law Journal some experience, desires as opt _—s 
CLA single practitioner or small f ae 
at basis; married, one child; cum aude 
| 240 Mulberry St., ate. OLA 360. nee gra 
= Newark 1, N. J. ENERGETIC YOUNG ATTORNEY. y 
are > n for association with ; > 
EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY or law firm. CLA 37 
ATTORNEY; EXCELLENT OPPORTUNITY ATTORNI x _ EXTENSIVE. 
for advancement. Minimum 5 years genera! Title Closing and some Ger 
and trial experience. Give detailed resume | Experience—desires position in North 7 
and salary requirement. CLA 292. area, CLA 
FIRM WITH LARGE GENERAL PRACTICE | ATTORNEY; 4 YRS. EXP. WITH 7, 
in central Jersey county seat requires firm, real estate, general praatice: nos, 
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